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Crocodylus rhombifer (Cuvier) 
Cuban Crocodile 
Crocodilrrs rhombifer Cuvier 1807:s 1. Distribution of the spe- 
cies was first associated with Cuba by DumCril and Bibron 
(1836), who also described the species from life in diagnos- 
tic detail. The type locality was restricted to Cuba by Schmidt 
(1924). Two known syntypes, one at I'AcadCmie des Sci- 
ences, Paris, and the other in the MusCum National de'Histoire 
Naturelle, Paris (MNHNP), are both currently unlocated (see 
Remarks). No lectotype has been designated. 
croc rhombifer: Cuvier 18 17:2 1 (in a footnote). 
Crocodilus @laniro.stris) Graves 18 19:348. Type locality: "Af- 
rica" (in error). The type specimen, in the Museum of Bor- 
deaux, was formerly in the private collection of the Count of 
Tustal, M. Joumu-Aubert, and was brought to France by a 
naval surgeon associated with the slave trade (Bory St. Vincent 
1824). I t  has long been considered lost (Gray 1867). Syn- 
onymy and type locality restriction to Cuba are by Gray 
(1 862). 
Champse rhombifer: Merrem 1820:36. New genus. Misquoted 
by Strauch ( 1866) as Chnntpses. 
Crocodilus (Gravesii): Bory de Saint Vincent 1824: 109. Sub- 
stitute name for planirostris Graves. 
f i  Crocodilus planirostris: Bory de Saint Vincent 1824: 109. Crocodilus Gravesii: Bory de Saint Vincent 183 1: 132. 
Crocodilrrs Rhombifer: Gray 183 l b:22; Cuvier 183 1 :98. 
Crocodilrts Planirostris: Gray 183 1 b:23. 
Crocodiht.~ (Champs6s) rhombifer: Cocteau and Bibron 1838:4 1. 
Crocodilus (rhombifer): Drapiez 1838:234. 
Crocodilr~s (ChamsPs) rhombifer: Cocteau and Bibron 184 1 :55. 
Crocodilrrs (Palinia) rhombifer: Gray 1844:60. 
Crocodilrrs Chanzpse rhombifer: Mayer 1858:3 15. 
Pulinia rhombifera: Gray 1862:270. 
Crocodilrispristinus Leidy 1868: 178. Type locality, Pleistocene 
deposits at Ciego Montero, Cienfuegos (formerly Las Villas) 
Province, Cuba. Holotype (a dorsal vertebra), Academy of 
Natural Sciences of Philadelphia (ANSP) VP 8598. Syn- 
onymy is by Matthew (1918). 
Crocidilrts rhornbifer: Velasco 1893:80. Spelling error. 
Crocodrilus rhombifer: Velasco 1895:37. Spelling error. 
Crocodiltrs rliombifenrs: Reese 1915:2. Spelling error. 
Crocodylus rhombifer: Stejneger 19 17:289. First use of present 
combination. 
Crocodylus antillensis Varona 1966:27, figs. 9-1 I .  Type local- 
ity, Pleistocene deposits at Cueva Lamas, near Santa Fe, La 
Habana Province, Cuba. Holotype (posterior skull fragment), 
Institute Biologia Cuba, IB I0 I, collected by Oscar Arredondo 
(OA 368). Paratypes include maxillary, premaxillary, and 
squamosal bones. Synonymy is by Varona (1966). 
Crocodylus rhontbifera: Das 1994:200. Spelling error. 
CONTENT. Crocodylus rhombifpr is a monotypic species 
including Pleistocene fossils. Wild hybrids are suspected. For 
a discussion of captive hybridization between C. rhombifer and 
several other species of Crocod.ylus, see Comments. 
DEFINITION and DIAGNOSIS. Crocodylus rhombifer is 
a spotted crocodile with short legs and short toes. The normal 
crocodilian webbing between the hind toes is very much re- 
duced. The Cuban Crocodile's moderately short head has a 
greatly reduced and specialized dentition characterized by 12- 
13 maxillary teeth and, in adult animals, the development of a 
carnasial bite between the upper and lower jaws. The maxi- 
mum reported size is 4.9 m, although few animals exceed 3.5 m 
(Varona 1966). Behavior such as high-walking and maintain- 
ing the head elevated while resting are characteristic. 
Characteristic dentition includes the carnasial bite in which 
co-enlarged maxillary upper teeth 4 and 5 and co-enlarged man- 
dibular lower teeth 9 to 11 act in a single, very strong side-by- 
side opposition that resembles a pair of scissors, especially when 
empldyed for cutting tendons while dismembering large prey. 
The posterior-most maxillary teeth, and also their opposing pos- 
terior-most mandibular teeth, are blunt at their tips, and are re- 
duced to a vestigial condition unsuited for major chewing or 
crushing. Mandibular teeth number 15, premaxillary teeth 5, 
and maxillary teeth always fewer than 14 (range 12-1 3 alveoli). 
Mandibular tooth 10 is the largest after mandibular tooth 4. All 
allegations of 14 maxillary teeth are false. Some are based on 
the palatal view in Cuvier ( 1808: pl. I, fig. 2; see Comments). 
The lateral view of the same tooth row (Cuvier 1808: pl. I, fig. 
3) shows 13 maxillary teeth. Other reports of 14 maxillary teeth 
FlGUKli I. Low ant1 cvcnly keeled dorsal and lateral scalation of a captive adult Cuban Crocodile, Cmcodvlus rhombifer (Cuvier). The high walk 
posture is characteristic of this species. Photograph by I.L. Brisbin. 
I 
are from Central American Crocodyl~ts rnorelerii mixed in some 
samples. In addition, some erroneous C. rhombiferdata in Owen 
(1 853) were reidentified by Gray ( 1867) to be Asian C. pa11alrtstr.i.~. 
The dentition of C. rhombifrr most closely resembles a C. 
robustlrs fossil, from Madagascar, that has 12 maxillary teeth 
(see Fossil Record). 
The dorsal surface of the head has median orbital edges that 
often are strongly raised at the midlevel of the eyes, and the 
orbits are large in proportion to skull size when compared with 
most other Crocodylus. Arudirnentary bony plate is in the ante- 
rior corner of the upper eyelid. Except in very young individu- 
als, the lateral edges of the dorsal postorbital cranial table are 
usually raised above the center, and the postorbital cranial table 
widens posteriorly at the back end of the skull. Knobs of the 
elevated squamosal bone often are highly developed at the pos- 
terior and lateral corners of the cranial table in adults. On the 
snout, in front of the eyes, a minor median hump is often present, 
and farther forward, at the level of maxillary teeth 4-5, the me- 
dian nasal bones are always higher than the lateral maxillary 
humps in individuals >2 m TL. The width of the snout at the 
transverse level of the notch for the fourth mandibular teeth is 
longer than the midline length from the anterior tip of the snout 
to the level of the notch. Incomplete notch development can 
very rarely hide the fourth maxillary tooth tip from median dor- 
sal view. The snout tip around the nostrils is short, broad, and 
dorsoventrally thick. Mandibular tooth I rarely pierces the an- 
terior end edge of the premaxillary bone. The mandibular sym- 
physis extends to the level of the 4th teeth on each side when 
viewed from below with skin; or to the level of mandibular tooth 
5, when viewed from above on cleaned lower jaws. Mandibu- 
lar symphysis length is less than the width of the mandibles at 
the transverse level of mandibular teeth 4 or 5. The premaxil- 
lary-maxillary suture on the palate is essentially transverse. but 
often a minor median, anterior projection gives it a broad, very 
MAP. The natural distribution of Crocodylus rhornbifer, including Pleistocene fossils. The type locality is too imprecise to plot. Dots mark 
locations of extant populations and stars indicate sites at which fossils have been found. The Isle of Pines currently supports captive and reintro- 
duced populations, whereas those in the Zapata Swamp, Cuba include wild and captive populations. 
FIGURE 2. Partial lateral view (upper drawing) and complete dorsal view of the scalation (lower drawing) of a fluid preserved subadult Crocodylus 
rhombifer in the Zoological Museum of the University of Amsterdam (ZMA 12510) showing: a. the most anterior caudal transverse row of scales to 
pass posterior to the cloacal region is C-3 (the 3rd caudal row), using the terminology of Ross and Mayer (1983); b. the cloacal region in relation to 
the hind limb (marked with an open circle); c. the first transverse dorsal precaudal scale row (PC-1); d. lateral body scales form two lengthwise scale 
rows separated from the contiguous transverse rows of the dorsal armor, and from each other by granular skin; e. the lateral end of the ventral gular 
collar (also see Fig. 3a) is at the anterior edge of the base of the front leg (marked with a star); f. conical scales on the lateral surface of the neck; g. 
the 17th precaudal scale row (PC-17); h. the neck shield is PC-20 and PC-21 combined as a transverse row of 2 scales, and PC-22 and PC-23 
combined as a transverse row of 4 scales; i. the 26th precaudal transverse scale row (PC-26); j. the squamosal horns of the cranial table; k. the 
rhomboidal shape that gave C. rhombifer its name. Drawings by ED. Ross. 
shallow "W" shape. This projection extends posteriorly to the are low, even in size, uninterrupted, and continue well onto the 
level of maxillary tooth 1, or slightly beyond, but not to tooth 2 base of the tail. Neither the 18-20 double crest caudal rows nor 
in the maxillary series. The palate is short and appreciably raised the more posterior 17 or 18 single crest caudal rows are highly 
above the maxillary tooth row. The mandibles are short and or sharply keeled dorsally. The lateral body scutes have low 
dorsoventrally thickened (see Comments). and essentially continuous keels much like the keels on the dor- 
The dorsal and lateral scalation of the neck includes small, sal scales, and the lateral rows are separated from each other 
raised scales surrounding the neck shields. These conically and from the dorsal armor by granular skin. 
keeled scutes are likely ossified in adult animals and cover the 
dorsal neck muscles with a protective armor, while still allow- 
ing the head to have lateral and vertical movement. The 
postoccipital transverse scale row, close behind the head, has 
4-6 scutes. Using the precaudal terminology of Ross and Mayer 
(1983), this is scale row PC-26, counting from the base of the 
tail. The major dorsal neck shield has 6 scutes (nuchal scales) 
arranged (4 anterior 1 2 posterior) in 2 compound transverse 
rows: PC-22 and PC-23 combined, and PC-20 and PC-21 com- 
bined; and, additionally, some specimens also have 1 or 2 scales 
present in PC-19 as a posterior part of the major neck shield 
(arranged: 4 anterior / 2 middle / 2 or 1 posterior). The neck 
and shoulder dorsal body armor are rarely almost continuous 
when PC-1 9 through PC- 17 are all present. Often PC-1 8 is ab- 
sent, and PC-17 has from 0-5 scales. PC-16 often has 6 scales 
(range: 3-6). Every row between PC-16 and PC-5 has 6 con- 
tiguous scales, rarely 4 or 5. The dorsal keel rows on the body 
The dorsal scales on the limbs often are raised to a central 
conical peak or a short median point, as opposed to a length- 
wise ridge. The cone shape is more developed than in any other 
living Crocodylus. Like the lateral neck scales and the lateral 
scute rows on the body, the three-dimensional scales on the dor- 
sal and exposed surfaces of the front and rear legs may be a 
terrestrial adaptation, as is the reduction of the webbing between 
the short fingers and toes. The dorsal, darkly pigmented, coni- 
cal scales of the upper and outer surfaces of both the fore and 
hind limbs are so strongly developed that LacCpbde (1 833) called 
them "trb-fortes." The scales on the posterior and ventral edge 
of the lower legs that are usually flattened into rudder-like or 
paddle-like keels (= cnemial fringe) in other Crocodylus spe- 
cies, are not highly keeled in a lengthwise fashion in C. 
rhombifer. The high degree of cnemial fringe reduction in C. 
rhombifer effectively distinguishes it from all other living 
Crocodylus. 
FIGURE 3. Ventral view of Crocodylus rhornbifer scalation ( Z M A  
125 10) showing: a. the gular collar transverse scale row (for lateral view, 
see Fig. 2e); b. counting near the ventral midline, 3 1 transverse scale 
rows occur between the gular collar and the cloacal vent; c. the cloacal 
vent and associated oval shaped region of granular scales; d. posterior 
to the cloaca are three small midventral scalation irregularities. Draw- 
ing by F.D. Ross. 
Ventral scales lack osteoderms, though the condition in very 
large specimens is unknown. Ventral transverse rows of essen- 
tially rectangular belly scales number 29-34 between gular col- 
lar and cloacal opening. Scales at the ventral midline usually 
number 32-34. Scattered and minor midventral scale row ir- 
regularities are common on the anterior half of the tail. A single 
very dark, essentially black integumentary sense organ (follicle 
gland) is located on each ventral, lateral, and dorsal scale. 
Ventral color is white to yellow, and immaculate near the 
midline on the belly. A dark lateral pattern is often present on 
the anterior edges of the lateral-most 4 or 5 belly scales. The 
dark pigment often extends all the way to the midline on the 
posterior part of the tail. The dorsum may be dark, or lighter 
with 6 dark transverse bands on the body and 8-10 bands on the 
tail. The dorsal and lateral surfaces of the neck and body are 
n 
darkly spotted on a lighter background, and dark pigment patches 
occur on the mandibles. For eye color, see Descriptions. 
DESCRIPTIONS. Although many of the published descrip- 
tions of C. rhornbifer are listed by topics in Fossil Record and in 
Pertinent Literature, several groups of references are listed here 
because they directly support statements in the Definition: adult 
total length (Alderton 1991; Barbour 1914,1930; Barbour and 
Ramsden 1919; Boulenger 1889; Brazaitis 1974; Bridges 1968; 
Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Ditmars 1910; Dow 1990; Edwards 
1989; Fuchs 1974; Grenard 1991; Groombridge 1982; 
Guggisberg 1972; Gundlach 1880; Haltenorth and Trense 1956; 
Hermes 1987; Herter 1960; Honegger 1968a; Hornaday 1904, 
1911; King and Dobbs 1975; Levy 1991; Minton and Minton 
1973; Morgan 1994; Neill 1971; Perrero 1975; Pope 1989; 
Ramos et al. 1994; Reese 1915; Ross and Magnusson 1989; 
Saint-Girons 1971; Schmidt 1944; Schwartz and Henderson 
1991; Sola 1930; Steel 1989; Stone 1989; Trutnau 1986,1994; 
Varona 1966, 1969; Vogel 1965; Vokins 1972; Wermuth 1953; 
Wermuth and Fuchs 1983a; Werner 1933b; Wettstein 1954); 
dentition (Boulenger 1889, Brazaitis 1974, Carpenter and 
Lindsey 1980, DumCril and Bibron 1836, Iordansky 1973, Mook 
1921b, Owen 1845, Rue 1994, Schwartz and Henderson 1991, 
Steel 1989, Trutnau 1994, Varona 1966, Wermuth 1953); limb 
length (DumCril and Bibron 1836); presence of palpebral bone 
(DumCril and Bibron 1836); toe length (Gray 1867,1872); voice 
(Gundlach 1880, Neill 1971); and webbing between toes 
(DumCril and Bibron 1836, Gray 1867, 1872). Note that the C. 
rhornbifer junior synonym Crocodilus gravesii data in Owen 
(1845) suggest that a carnasial is present on that specimen. /1 
Other descriptions of C. rhornbifer include the following top- 
ics: coloration (Alderton 1991; Barbour and Ramsden 1919; 
Boulenger 1889; Brazaitis 1974; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Dow 
1990; DumCril and Bibron 1836; Gray 1862, 1867, 1872; 
Gundlach 1880; Hornaday 1904; Neill 1971; Neill and Allen 
1959; Schwartz and Henderson 1991; Varona 1966, 1986a; 
Vokins 1972; Wermuth 1953; Wermuth andFuchs 1983a); dark 
spots on the mandible (Rarnos et al. 1994); eye color (Gundlach 
1880; Neill 1971; Ramos et al. 1994; Trutnau 1986,1994); gen- 
eral scalation (Boulenger 1889; Brazaitis 1974; Cocteau and 
Bibron 1838; Cuvier 1807; DumCril and Bibron 1836; Fuchs 
1974; Gray 1831a, b, 1844,1862; Gundlach 1880; Giinther 1885; 
King and Brazaitis 1971; LacCpbde 1833; Mertens 1943; Ross 
and Mayer 1983; Schwartz and Henderson 1991 ; Stejneger 1917; 
Trutnau 1986, 1994; Varona 1966, 1986a; Wermuth 1953; 
Wermuth and Fuchs 1978,1983a, b); limb scalation (Gray 1867, 
1872); sexual dimorphism in color (Vokins 1972); skull bones 
and head shape (Aoki 1983,1989; Boulenger 1889; Carpenter 
and Lindsey 1980; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Cuvier 1807; Dow 
1990; Ditmars 1910; DumCril and Bibron 1836; Gray 1844; 
Gundlach 1880; Giinther 1885; Iordansky 1973; Medem and 
Marx 1955; Mertens 1943; Morgan 1994; Neill 1971; Torre 
1939; Varona 1966; Vokins 1972; Wermuth 1953; Wermuth and 
Fuchs 1978); and ventral scalation (Brazaitis 1974; Fuchs 1974; 
King and Brazaitis 1971; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Wermuth and 
Fuchs 1983b). 
ILLUSTRATIONS. Photographs include: anterior body 
(always including the head and neck and sometimes a front 
foot)(AAZPA 1984; Brazaitis 1967; Dathe 1974; Grenard 199 1 ; n 
King 1989; Levy 1991; Means 1992; Mielcarek 1983; Minton 
and Minton 1973; Neill 1971 ; Neill and Allen 1959; Penny 1991; 
Petzold 1965; Powell et al. 1996; Rue 1944; Schmidt 1944; Stone 
1989; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Varona 1966, 1980), copulation 
FIGURE 4. Dorsal view of part of a ~ l e i s t o l n e  fossil skull oca half- 
grown C. rhombifer (AMNH-VP 6185) from the level of the eyes to the 
anterior tip of the snout. The following bones are indicated: a. premax- 
illary, b. maxillary, c. nasal, d. lacrymal. Drawing by F.D. Ross. 
(Varona 1966), fossil skulls (andlor parts of skulls)(Franz et al. 
1995; Morgan 1994; Morgan et al. 1993; Varona 1966, 1984), 
hatchlings (AAZPA 1984, Lanka 1981, Trutnau 1994), head 
(often showing dentition, mandibular color pattern, and eye 
size)(Aoki 1993; Barbour and Ramsden 1919; Bender 1992, as 
"alligators;" Betancourt 1970; Brazaitis 1967; Bridges 1968; 
Felix 1970; Grenard 1991; Harrison 198 1; King 1989; Levy 
1991; Means 1992; Minton and Minton 1973; Neill 197 1; Neill 
and Allen 1959; Penny 1991; Pope 1955; Rue 1994; Schmidt 
1944; Soberon 1995; Sola 1933; Stone 1989; Thorbjarnarson 
1992; Trutnau 1986; Varona 1966, 1980, 1986b; Vogel 1965; 
Werner 1933b, as C. planirostris in text; Wettstein 1937), high 
walk and resting postures (Aoki 1993; Betancourt 1970; Dathe 
1974; Pough et al. 1998, mistakenly allocated to Australia; 
Soberon 1995; Thorbjarnarson 1992; Varona 1966), karyotype 
(Chavananikul et al. 1994), modern skulls (Mertens 1943, Neill 
1971, Varona 1966), mandibles (andlor parts of 
mandibles)(Franz et al. 1995, Mertens 1943, Morgan 1994, 
n Morgan et al. 1993), mandibular symphysis (Varona 1984), proportions and scalation (Aoki 1993; Barbour and Ramsden 
1919; Bender 1992; Betancourt 1970; Dathe 1974; Felix 1970; 
Grenard 1991; Harrison 1981; King and Ross 1993a; Lanka 
1981; Neill 1971; Pope 1955; Soberon 1995; Soberon et al. 1996; 
Sola 1933; Trutnau 1994; Varona 1966; Vogel 1965; Werner 
FIGURE 5. Dorsal view of the snout of the same Ciego Montero fossil 
(AMNH-VP 6185) showing the following surface features: a. the notch 
that allows the fourth mandibular tooth to stick up outside the snout; b. 
a small hump to accomodate the base of the fifth maxillary tooth; c. the 
nasal bones are raised to a major hump between the maxillary bones at 
the level of the 4th, Sth, and 6th maxillary teeth; d. the lacrimal bone 
ridge andlor undercutting that runs forward from the usually raised an- 
terior edge of the orbit. When mirrored in bilateral symmetry and in 
combination with the orbit edges, these form a rhomboidal shaped fig- 
ure (see Fig. 2k). Drawing by ED. Ross. The Ciego Montero fossils at 
the AMNH are for the most part nearly complete, but are all missing 
pieces, making a drawing of the complete skull very difficult. Photo- 
graphs of the sample should be published. The least variable part of the 
skulls in the series is the anterior snout. 
1933b, as C. planirostris in text; Wettstein 1937), and skins and 
leather (Dathe 1974, Fuchs 1974, Wernluth and Fuchs 1983b). 
Artists' illustrations include drawings of: anterior body 
(Brazaitis 1974, diagramatic; Campbell and Winterbotham 1985; 
Dumkril et al. 1873; Grenard 1991; Herter 1960; Ross and Mayer 
1983; Steel 1989; Stejneger 1917; Wermuth 1953, 1974; 
Wermuth and Fuchs 1978,1983a; Wermuth and Mertens 1961), 
coloration (photographs and a few paintings)(Aoki 1993; 
Bender 1992, called "alligators;" Brazaitis 1967; Bridges 1968; 
Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Grenard 1991; Harrison 1981; King 
1989; Levy 1991; Means 1992; Penny 1991; Powell et al. 1996; 
Rue 1994; Trutnau 1986), head (often with teeth)(Campbell and 
Winterbotham 1985; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Dow 1990; 
Dumkril et al. 1873; Grenard 1991; Herter 1960; Staton 1978; 
Steel 1989; Wermuth 1953, 1974; Wermuth and Fuchs 1978, 
1983a; Wermuth and Mertens 1961), hind foot webbing 
(Cocteau and Bibron 1838), muscles, arteries, and veins of 
the throat (Rathke 1857, 1866), proportions and scalation 
(Dow 1990; Staton 1978; Trutnau 1994; Wermuth 1953; 
Wermuth and Fuchs 1978,1983a; Wermuth and Mertens 1961), 
retina (Heinemann 1877), skulls (usually with 
mandibles)(Cuvier 1808, Hoeven 1833, Mook 1921 b, 
Tiedemann et al. 1817, Varona 1966, Wermuth 1953, Wermuth 
and Fuchs 1983a, Wermuth and Mertens 1961), venter 
(Carmena-Suero et al. 1979; Lanka 1981, including an egg-at- 
tachment, "umbilical," scar), and Zapata Swamp (Carrillo et 
al. 1993, Betancourt 1970). Additional illustrations are fairly 
common in papers dealing with the protected and endangered 
status of this species (see also Pertinent Literature). 
Erroneous and misleading whole animal illustrations (draw- 
ings and paintings) include Bory St. Vincent (l831), Ross and 
Magnusson (1989), Tiedemann et al. (1817), and Wexo (1984). 
Also, some published photographs of captive and deformed 
animals show a pathological tooth condition that can occur in 
any crocodilian, and all descriptions of splayed teeth being char- 
acteristic of the Cuban Crocodile are false. The best set of black 
and white photos of whole animals is in Felix (1970). An other- 
wise excellent color photograph in Rue (1994) shows an animal 
with slightly deformed teeth. 
DISTRIBUTION. Crocodylus rhombifer was apparently re- 
cently present in the Cayman Islands, but is now restricted to 
the freshwater Zapata Swamp (Cienaga de Zapata) of the Zapata 
Peninsula (Garrido 1980, including a map; Ramos et al. 1994) 
on the southern coast of Cuba, and to the Lanier Swamp (Lanier's 
Swamp, Cienaga de Lanier) on the nearby Isle of Pines (Isla de 
Pinos), which is now called Isla de la Juventud. An additional 
report of a specimen from Pinar del Rio Province, Cuba, is in 
Merteiis (1972b). 
Maps that show both the Zapata Swamp and the Isle of Pines 
are in Funtanella (1969), Mielcarek (1983), and Varona (1980). 
A detailed map of just the Isle of Pines is in Todd (1916). 
Many sources of information address distribution and habitat 
(Alderton 1991; Barbour 1914, 1916, 1930; Barbour and 
Ramsden 191 6, 19 19; Biddell and Stringer 1990; Boulenger 
1889; Brazaitis 1967, 1974; Buide 1967; Carmena-Suero et al. 
1979; Carrillo et al. 1993; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; Davies 
1994; Ditmars 1910; Dowling 1971; DumCril 1861; DumCril 
and Bibron 1836; DumCril and DumCril 185 1 ; Fischer 1884; 
Fuchs 1974; Garman 1887; Garrido and Schwartz 1969; Giebel 
1860; Gray 1844, 1862, 1867, 1872, 1873; Grenard 1991; 
Groombridge 1982, 1987; Guggisberg 1972; GuibC 1970; 
Gundlach 1875, 1880; Gunther 1885; Hallowell 1857; 
Haltenorth and Treiise 1956; Herter 1960; Hoeven 1855; 
Honegger 1968a, 1979; Hornaday 1904; King and Burke 1989; 
Kiihlmann 1966; Lando and Williams 1969; Levy 199 1; 
Lichtenstein 1856; Lydekker 1896; Mertens 1943, 1972b; 
Mertens and Wermuth 1955; Mielcarek 1983; Morgan and Patton 
1979; Neil1 1958, 1971; Orbigny 1844; Ottenwalder and Ross 
1992; Penny 1991 ; Perrero 1975; Pooley 1972a; Pope 1955; 
Ramos 1989; Ramos et al. 1994; Reinhardt and Liitken 1863; 
Ross 1998; Ross and Magnusson 1989; Saint-Girons 1971; 
Schmidt and Inger 1957; Schwartz 1978; Schwartz and 
Henderson 1991; Smith and Smith 1973,1976; Sola 1930,1933; 
Steel 1989; Stone 1989; Strauch 1866; Sumichrast 1880; Tay- 
lor 1969; Thorbjarnarson 1992; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Vaillant 
1897;Varona 1966,1980,1981,1983,1985;Vokins 1972; Webb 
and Manolis 1989; Wermuth and Fuchs 1978; Wermuth and 
Mertens 1961; Werner 1909, 1933b; Wettstein 1954; Wiegmann 
1834). 
Modern specimens with locality data more specific than 
"Cuba" include AMNH 2024, Santa Clara Province, Aguado, 
on the Anabana River; AMNH 57773, Zapata Swamp; AMNH 
82943, Isle of Pines or Cayo Cantilles; FMNH 34677, Cuba q 
(1 940 Museum Expedition); MCZ 1249, Cienfuegos; MCZ 
12081, west coast of Ensenada de Cochinos; MCZ 33600, Zapata 
Swamp; and USNM 13578, Havana. One fairly large stuffed 
exhibit specimen at Harvard University (MCZ, no catalog num- 
ber) is from the Cienaga de Zapata, and is possibly a wild hy- 
brid; it has a head and general coloration like C. rhombifer, but 
the dorsal scalation resembles C. acutus. 
Errors and problems in distribution records include a Cayo 
Cantiles specimen (Ganido and Schwartz 1969; Ross and Mayer 
1983, hybrid) from the ArchipClago de 10s Canarreos that possi- 
bly originated on the Isle of Pines (G.R. Zug, pers. comm.). All 
reports from the ArchipClago de 10s Canarreos (Schwartz and 
Henderson 1991) were considered to be unsubstantiated by Ross 
and Magnusson (1989). The specimen (AMNH 82943) was 
originally identified as an American Crocodile, but many char- 
acters suggest that it is a C. rhombifer, or possibly a wild hy- 
brid. It has a head like C. acutus and dorsal scalation like C. 
rhombifer in several important characters. A vague recent m- 
mor in Campbell and Winterbotham (1 985) of Cuban Croco- 
diles in Hispaniola (Tiburon Peninsula, Haiti) is unverified. The 
species has twice been wrongly recorded as resident in Central 
America. Many 19th century distributions erred by confusing 
C. rhombifer with Morelet's Crocodiles, based on a supposed 
similarity to Hernandez's Aquez palin. Ranges involving 
MCxico, in error, include Cuvier (1832), Reiche (1904a), 
Troschel(1871), Troschel and Ruthe (1859), Wiegmann (1 828, 
1829, 1834), and Wiegmann and Ruthe (1 832). A supposed C. 
rhombifer in the London Zoo (Sclater 1872, 1877, 1883, 1896) 
was likely a Central American Morelet's Crocodile. Later, 
Barbour and Ramsden (1919) published the completely mis- 
taken idea that the type specimens of Morelet's Crocodile origi- 
- 
iiated in Cuba (Abercrombie et al. 1980). The Cuban Crocodile 
junior synonym C. planirostris was long thought to possibly be 
from Africa (Chenu and Desmarest 1856, Gray 183 la). An er- 
roneous idea concerning ranges of C. planirostris, C. moreletii, 
and C. rhombifer is in Werner (1900). Supposed C. rhombifer 
specimens from Java, Indonesia, mentioned by Muller (1923), 
Miiller and Schlegel(1844), and Strauch (1866) are C. siarnensis 
(Ross 1992, Ross et al. 1995). According to Gray (1867, 1872), 
a C. palustris from Bengal was erroneously called C. rhombifer 
by Owen (1853). 
The population on the Isle of Pines was formerly more wide- 
spread and its range included the northern coastal region 
(Hornaday 1904). The Isle of Pines population is currently 
threatened by introduced caimans (Varona 1983). This popula- 
tion of C. rhombifer was feared extinct by Wermuth and Mertens 
(1977) and Ramos et al. (1994), but it has subsequently been 
bolstered by reintroductions described in detail by Soberon et 
al. (1996). 
The most comprehensive work on Recent C. rhombifer in the 
Cayman Islands is Morgan (1994), which includes maps of fos- 
sil sites on Grand Caynian and Caynian Brac. Other Caynian 
Islands sources include Barbour (1914), Garman (1888), Mor- 
gan and Patton (1979), Seidel and Franz (1994), and Williams 
(1964). The Cayman Islands were called Caimanes (Islas 
Caiman), incorporating the Amerindian word caiman. The Cay- 
man Islands were visited by the English fleet of Sir Francis Drake 
in 1586, and the Cuban Crocodile was apparently the only croco- 
dilian inhabiting the Cayman Islands in the early years of Euro- 
pean exploration, including the very early visit by the Portugese 
fleet of Columbus in 1503 (Morgan 1994). m 
FOSSIL KECORD. At least four fossil localities occur on 
the Island of Cuba. The most productive site is Ciego Montero 
(Barbour 1945; Barbour and Ramsden 19 19; Brown 191 3; Leidy 
1868; Matthew 191 8; Mook 1921b, 1921c; Morgan 1994; Neill 
1971; Schuchert 1935; Steel 1989; Varona 1966, 1984). Other 
Cuban fossil sites include Cueva Lamas (Furrazola 1969, in- 
cluding map; Steel 1989; Varona 1966, 1984), the Pleistocene 
C. rhombifer site at Casimba(s) de Jatibonico (Barbour 1945, 
Barbour and Ramsden 1919, Brown 1913, Neill 1971, Schuchert 
1935, Steel 1989, Varona 1984), and the Caves of Cueiba at 
Sierra de Remedios (Varona 1984). Two fossil sites are known 
outside of Cuba and outside the current range. One is in the 
Cayman Islands, British West Indies (Davies 1994; Morgan and 
Patton 1979; Morgan et al. 1993, including age 860-375 YBP; 
Penny 1991; Ross and Magnusson 1989; Seidel and Franz 1994), 
and the other is on Abaco Island, Bahamas (Franz et al. 1995, 
including age 2700-2900 YBP; Ramos et al. 1994). Fossil sites 
on Grand Cayman (B.W.I.) and Cayman Brac (B.W.I.) are dis- 
cussed in detail and located on maps in Morgan (1994), which 
also includes radiocarbon dates and a review of other fossils, 
including the specimen from the Bahamas. 
Information about fossils includes the following, listed by 
topic: fossil localities and history of Cuban Crocodile pale- 
ontology (Alderton 199 1; Brown 19 13; Franz et al. 1995; Mook 
1921c; Morgan et al. 1993; Schuchert 1935; Steel 1989; Varona 
1966,1984), Pleistocene ground sloths as food (Barbour 1945, 
Barbour and Ramsden 1919, Brown 1913, Leidy 1868, Neill 
1971, Steel 1989), skull (Barbour and Ramsden 1919; Brown 
1913; Franz et al. 1995; Matthew 1918; Mook 1921b; Morgan 
et al. 1993; Ross and Magnusson 1989; Varona 1966, 1984), 
taphonomy and geologic age (Barbour 1945, Barbour and 
Ramsden 1919, Brown 1913, Franz et al. 1995, Hedges 1996, 
Morgan et al. 1993, Ross and Magnusson 1989), teeth (Leidy 
1868, Morgan 1994, Morgan and Patton 1979, Morgan et al. 
1993), and vertebrae (Leidy 1868, Varona 1984). 
Skulls of Pleistocene fossils are sometimes twice as long as 
the largest modem skulls studied, and data from fossils were 
included in Definition. Fossils examined include ANSP-VP 8598 
(vertebrae), Ciego Montero; AMNH-VP 6179a (skull), Ciego 
Montero; AMNH-VP 6179b (skull), Ciego Montero; AMNH- 
VP 6 18 1 (skull), Ciego Montero; AMNH-VP 61 85 (skull), Ciego 
Montero; AMNH-VP 61 87 (skull and vertebrae and mandibles 
generally associated with the skulls), Ciego Montero; and USNM 
216197 (skull), Grand Cayman Island. 
The assertion (Morgan 1994) that C. rhombifer was the only 
species of crocodilian inhabiting the Cayman Islands at the time 
of Columbus and Drake, although based on a fossil record de- 
void of fully adult animals, is probably true. However, the other 
Crocodylus species currently inhabiting the Greater Antillean 
Region, C. acutus, does not occur in any of the C. rhombifer 
fossil sites in Cuba, the Cayman Islands, or Abaco Island, Ba- 
hamas. The absence of C. acutus from a C. rhombifer fossil site 
is to be expected. The time of arrival of C. acutus in the Cuban 
region, including the Cayman Islands and the Bahamas, deserves 
further attention. and Williams (1989) has substantiated the gen- 
~, - 
era1 need for an intensive search for old fossils in the entire 
West Indian Region. 
The ancestry and relationships of C. rhombifer are not yet 
understood. The unsupported assertion (Sanderson 194 1) that 
the Morelet's Crocodile forms a link between C. rhombifer and 
C. acutus, and that this is evidence of a former connection be- 
tween Cuba and the Yucathn Peninsula, is likely false. Actu- 
ally, C. rhombifer is very different from the other three living 
species of New World Crocodylus (Densmore and White 1996), 
and statements about Cuban Crocodiles being directly and very 
closely related to Morelet's Crocodiles (Schmidt 1928, Sill 1968, 
Underwood 1954) are in error. Fossil junior synonyms of C. 
rhombifer were cited as ancestors of the modern Cuban Croco- 
dile by Alderton (1991), Balouet (1989), and Langston (1965). 
A persistent argument claims that the Cuban Crocodile is a small 
animal (Reese 19 15, for example, claimed a 7 ft maximum total 
length for C. rhombifer) and therefore is different from the Pleis- 
tocene freshwater crocodile of Madagascar (Reese 1915, for 
example, claimed a 30 ft maximum total length for C. robustus). 
This is false because the Cuban Crocodile was a very much 
larger animal during the Pleistocene. Some fossil C. rhombifer 
may have been well >20 ft in total length. The C. rhombifer 
fossil skulls at the AMNH are so large that they suggest that, 
before the arrival of Homo sapiens in the Greater Antilles and 
before the demise of the Cuban Ground Sloth which C. rhombifer 
used to eat, the Cuban Crocodile may have grown to a greater 
total length than that achieved by the Madagascar fossil spe- 
cies. A complication is that the published and often repeated 
total length of C. robustus probably originated with an exagger- 
ated estimate. The data for C. robustus reported in this account 
is from the MCZ fossil which was figured and described by 
Barbour (1918) and by Mook (l92la). Both C. robustus and at 
least some C. rhombifer can have twelve maxillary teeth and 
possess a carnasial, and this dentition differentiates the two spe- 
cies from all other modem Crocodylus species. Further, they 
both have raised horns on the squamosal bones of the cranial 
table and both species have short snouts elevated along the dor- 
sal midline. They also both possess the character of having the 
palate appreciably raised above the alveoli of the maxillary teeth. 
According to Gasparini (198 l), fossil crocodile skull fragments 
from Argentina include triangular shaped postorbital dorsal cra- 
nial tables with squamosal horns that resemble C. rhombifer. If 
it can be shown that the fossils from Cuba and Madagascar are 
closely related, it would greatly contribute to our understanding 
of crocodilian relationships (also see Comments). 
PERTINENT LITERATURE. Because they had very few 
specimens for study, early anatomists rarely addressed 
Crocodylus rhombifer. Huxley (1860), Jaeger (1 828), and Kalin 
(1933), for example, were unable to examine a skull. Modem 
anatomists, especially in Cuba and in Eastern European nations 
that were behind the Iron Curtain, have had the opportunity to 
study the captive population at the crocodile rearing stations in 
the Zapata Swamp, and have added immeasurably to our knowl- 
edge of the species. 
Subsequent citations are organized by topic: anesthesiology 
(Lloyd et al. 1994), behavior (including copulation, general 
habits, and temperament)(Barbour and Ramsden 1919; 
Betancourt 1970; Brazaitis 1969a; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; 
Coy-Otero and Hernandez 1982; Ditmars 1910; Gundlach 1880; 
Harrison 198 1; Hornaday 1904; Neill 197 1 ; Olivares 1899; 
Penny 1991; Perrero 1975; Steel 1989; Trutnau 1986, 1994; 
Varona 1966, 1986b, 1987), blood, hematocrit, and cardiac 
puncture (Benitez et al. 1976; Blanco and Gonzilez 1974; 
Carmena-Suero et al. 1979; Castellanos 1973a, 1973b, 1977, 
1979; Perez-Beato and Granado 1978; Slonimski 1935; Toum 
et al. 1994), cannibalism and predation by vultures at the 
Zapata farm (Honegger 1975b, Whitaker 1979a), capture 
method (Sola 1933), chromosome, DNA, and protein elec- 
trophoretic studies (including analyses of hybridization) 
(Betancourt et al. 1973, Chavananikul et al. 1994, Davis et al. 
1996, Densmore 1983, Densmore and Owen 1989, Densmore 
and White 1996, Gatesy and Amato 1992, Granado 1983, 
Granado and Berovides 1975, Perez-Beato and Granado 1978), 
cladograms (Brooks and O'Grady 1989, based on parasites; 
Densmore 1983; Densmore and Owen 1989; Densmore and 
White 1996; Gatesy and Amato 1992; Greer 1970, based on 
nesting habits; a cladogram based on classical characters by 
DumCril and Bibron 1836 was reproduced and incorrectly at- 
tributed by Norell 1989), cloaca1 sex organs (Brazaitis 1969b, 
Gundlach 1880), comparison of skull with C. acutus and C. 
moreletii (Morgan 1994), comparison with C. moreletii 
(DumCril 1852), ecology (including habitat descriptions and 
some nesting data)(Barbour 1914,1916; Barbour and Ramsden 
1919; Behler 1978; Bolton 1989; Campbell 1972; Carrillo et al. 
1993; Davies 1994; Garrido 1980; Homaday 1904; Magnusson 
1992; Mertens 1934; Morgan 1994; Morgan and Patton 1979; 
Neill 1958, 1971; Neill and Allen 1959; Ottenwalder and Ross 
1992; Pooley 1972a; Powell et al. 1996; Ramos et al. 1994; 
Schmidt 1951; Steel 1989; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Varona 1987), 
egg-attachment ("umbilical") scar (Lanka 198 I), eggs 
(Brazaitis and Watanabe 1988b; G6mez and Gonzales 1970; 
Gonzalez and Cabrera 1973; Ikai et al. 1983; Thorbjarnarson 
1996; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Whitaker 1979a,b), embryos and 
hatchlings (Odum 1993), eye (Fleishman et al. 1988, Heinemann 
1877, Krause 1893), fat (Gundlach 1880), food (sometimes 
wrongly inferring a diet of turtles based on the rounded tips of 
the much reduced and probably weak teeth at the back of the 
mouth)(Brazaitis 1969a; Carmena-Suero et al. 1979; Carpenter 
and Lindsey 1980; Grenard 199 1; Groombridge 1982; Harrison 
1981; Larsson and Wihman 1989; Levy 1991; Luxmoore et al. 
1985; Neill 1971; Penny 1991; Pope 1955; Powell et al. 1996; 
Ross and Magnusson 1989; Rue 1994; Skoczylas 1978; Sola 
1930; Trutnau 1986, 1994; Varona 1966; Vokins 1972; Webb 
and Manolis 1989), geographic juxtaposition with other croco- 
diles (Werner 1933a), growth (Dowling and Brazaitis 1966; 
DumCril 1861; Lanka 1981; Neill 1971; J.P. Ross, pers. comm.; 
Schwartz and Henderson 1991, likely a false claim that females 
are larger than males; Sola 1930; Trutnau 1994; Vokins 1972; 
Wermuth 1964), human use of fat and meat consumption 
(Gundlach 1875, 1880; Luxmoore et al. 1986; Pooley 1971 ; 
Ramos 1989, Ramos et al. 1994), jaw and hyoid (Schumacher 
1973), keys and diagnoses (Barbour and Ramsden 1919; 
Boulenger 1889; Brazaitis 1974; Cope 1900; Fuchs 1974; King 
and Brazaitis 1971 ; Medem and Marx 1955; Ota 1966; Reiche 
1904b; Schmidt 1924; Schwartz and Henderson 1985; Sola 1930; 
Stejneger 1917; Trutnau 1994; Wermuth 1953; Wermuth and 
Fuchs 1978, 1983a,b; Wermuth and Mertens 1961), leather in- 
dustry (Collins 1996,1998; Luxmoore 1990,1991,1992, 1994; 
Ottenwalder and Ross 1992; Ramos 1989; Ramos et al. 1994; 
Sola 1930; Thorbjamarson 1992), limb anatomy (Meers 1995, 
Miiller and Alberch 1990), mark-recapture study at the Isle 
of Pines (Soberon et al. 1996), metallo-protease inhibition by 
ovomacroglobulin (Ikai et al. 1985), musk glands (Gundlach 
1880, Neill 1971), nesting (Campbell 1972; Carrillo et al. 1993; 
Greer 1970; Grenard 1991; Gundlach 1880; Larsson and 
Wihman 1989; Levy 1991 ; Minton and Minton 1973; Neill 1971 ; 
Odum 1993; Ottenwalder and Ross 1992; Ouboter and Nanhoe 
1987; Rue 1994; Schmidt 1924; Steel 1989; Thorbjarnarson 
1992,1996; Trutnau 1986,1994; Varona 1966,1987; Webb and 
Manolis 1989; Wettstein 1954), parasites and veterinary treat- 
ment (Brooks and O'Grady 1989, Coy-Otero and Barus 1979, 
Coy-Otero and Hernandez 1982, Groschaft and Barus 1970, 
Honegger 1975b, Perez-Benitez et al. 1980, Perez-Vigueras 
1956, Perez et al. 1976, Sardinas et al. 1980, Schwartz and 
Henderson 1991, Zajicek and Mendez 1969), protection sta- 
tus, habitat scarcity, captive stock, captive breeding, and 
threats to survival of C. rhombifer due to hybridization with 
C. acutus, and due to predation by introduced CentralAmeri- 
can Caiman crocodilus fuscus (AAZPA 1984; Alderton 199 1 ; 
Allen 1969; AZA 1996; Barbour 1976; Behler 1978; Beltz 1989; 
Beny 1994; Betancourt 1970; Bezuijen 1996; Bolton 1989; 
Brazaitis 1967, 1974; Brazaitis and Watanabe 1983, 1985a, 
1985b, 1986, 1987a, 1987b, 1988a; Bustard 1984, 1986; 
Campbell 1977; Campbell and Winterbotham 1985; Carrillo 
1994; Conway 1986; Dathe 1974; Davenport 1984a, 1984b, 
1985; Davies 1994; Dow 1990; Downes (1973, bibliography); 
Formozov 1994; Geissler and Jungnickel 1989; Gorzula 1996; 
Grenard 1991; Groombridge 1982, 1987, 1992; Guggisberg 
1972; Hakansson 1994,1995; Harrison 1981 ; Honegger 1968a, 
1968b, 1971a, 1971b, 1973, 1975a, 1975b, 1979, 1993, 1994; 
Honegger and Hunt 1990; Honegger and Zeigler 1991; Howell n 
1990; IUCN 1990; King 1974a, 1974b, 1989, 1990; King and 
Brazaitis 1971; King and Burke 1989; King and Dobbs 1975; 
King and Ross l992a, l992b, 1992c, 1993a, 1993b, 1994a, 1996; 
King et al. 1979; Klos andLange 1986; Lang 1987; Lanka 1981; 
Levy 1991 ; Luxmoore 1992; Luxmoore et al. 1985,1986,1991; 
Magnusson 1986; McMahan 1993; Means 1992; Mertens 1951, 
1968,1972a, 1972b; Messel 1994; Mielcarek 1983; NRC 1983; 
Odum 1993; Ottenwalder and Ross 1992; Penny 1991; Petzold 
1965; Pharn Van Muoi 1995; Pooley 197 1,1972a, 1972b, 1972c, 
1972d; Powell 1971,1973a, 1973b, 1974a, 1974b; Ramos 1989; 
Ramos et al. 1994; Richter 1973; Ross and Magnusson 1989; 
Ross 1991,1992,1998; Rue 1994; Schouten 1992; Schwartz et 
al. 1978; Schwartz andHenderson 1991; Sebastian 1994; Slavens 
1980, 1981, 1982; Slavens and Slavens 1990; Soberon 1995; 
Steel 1989; Stone 1989; Stubbe et al. 1981; Suvanakom and 
Youngprapakom 1987; Thang 1994; Thorbjarnarson 1991,1992; 
Trutnau 1986, 1994; Turner 1977; Vaillant 1897; Varona 1966, 
1969,1976,1980,1981,1983,1986a; Vogel1965;Vokins 1972; 
Webb and Manolis 1989; Wermuth 1976; Whitaker 1979a, 
1979c; and numerous articles in the International Zoo Yearbook), 
protein biochemistry (Ikai et al. 1983), reproductive prob- 
lems (Benitez et al. 1974), sex ratios and population density 
(Ramos et al. 1994, Thorbjarnarson 1997), sexual dimorphism 
(Casas-Andreu and Guzman-Arroyo 1970, Varona 1966), size 
of reproductive females (Thorbjarnarson 1996), skins as 
stuffed curios or handbags (Carrillo 1994, Dathe 1974, King 
and Ross 1994a, Messel 1994, Pooley 1971), synonymies (non- 
fossil)(Boulenger 1889; Cocteau and Bibron 1838; DumBril and 
Bibron 1836; Gray 1867, 1872; Mertens and Wermuth 1955; 
Mielcarek 1983; Mook 1959; Schwartz and Thomas 1975; m 
Strauch 1866; Sumichrast 1884; Trutnau 1994; Wermuth 1953; 
Wermuth and Mertens 1961,1977; Werner 1933b), tagging and 
aerial surveys (Carrillo et al. 1993, Soberon et al. 1996), throat 
anatomy (O'Donoghue 1917; Rathke 1857, 1866), vision 
(Fleishman et al. 1988). 
REMARKS. Of the two known syntypes, the one at 
1'AcadCmie des Sciences, Paris, was nearly complete. The 
MNHNP specimen, a skull figured in Cuvier (1808, see Com- 
ments), was removed from what Gray (1867, 1872) called a 
mutilated skin. MNHNP 966, in a catalog by DumCril, may be 
a syntype (C.A. Ross, pers. comm.). 
Captive Cuban Crocodiles are socially dominant over C. 
acutus in enclosures. The former is also dangerous in captivity 
because it has a well deserved reputation for jumping (Varona 
1966, Ross 1998). However, in the early days of European ex- 
ploration of the Cuban region, the American Crocodile was the 
more aggressive species toward people in the wild (Dampier 
1729, Humboldt 1856). 
The Greek word rkombos (rhomboidal geometric figures with 
four equal sides and without right angles) incorporated into the 
trivial name (see Etymology) refers to the dorsal surface of the 
skull, and in detail to the bony preorbital ridges (andlor under- 
cutting) that are laterally connected to raised anterior edges on 
the orbits, and extend forward on the lacrymal bones. Many 
specimens, especially very young animals, exhibit only part of 
the character, and the rhombus is always imaginary at the ante- 
rior and posterior ends along the dorsal midline of the skull. 
The rhombus in rhombifer (synonyms include "Rhombic Croco- 
dile" by Gray 1831b, Crocodile rkombifkre by DumBril and - 
Bibron 1836, le Crocodile Rkombif2re by DumBril and Bibron 
1836, le CI: rkombif2re by DumCril 1852, Crocodile rhombifer 
by Orbigny 1844, Crocodilo rombifero by Cocteau and Bibron 
1838, and Coccodrillo rombifero by Wermuth and Fuchs 1983a) 
is a dorsal skull character, and the original name in French, le 
crocodile a losange (Cuvier 1807), refers to the skull rhombus. 
Synonyms include le crocodile a losange by Cuvier (1808) and 
Vaillant (1897), Le Crocodile a losange by Tiedemann et al. 
(1 8 17), das Krokodil mit der Raute by Tiedemann et al. (1 8 17), 
Krokodil Chamsi rautiger by Merrem (l820), "lozenged croco- 
dile" by Cuvier (183 I), crocodile a losanges by Lacepbde (1833), 
Rautenkrokodil by Giebel (1860) and Richter (1973), and 
Ruitkrokodil by Grzimek (1973). Thus, the name "Lozenge- 
scaled Crocodile" (Gosse 1851) (synonym, "Square-shielded 
Crocodile" by Gray 183 1 a) is in error, even though rhomboidal 
scales are seen on the legs in C. rhombifer. The names "Aque 
Palin" (Gray 1844) and "Cuban Palinia" (Gray 1867) both in- 
correctly associate the taxon with MCxico, as did Fischer (1884, 
Das mexikanische Krokodil), and Krause (1893, dieses 
mexikanischen Crocodils). The use of the name "Mexican 
Crocodile" by Sclater (1872, 1877, 1883, 1896) is probably a 
C. moreletii, and the longevity records in Flower (1925, 1929) 
are for the same London Zoo animal(s), likely from Central 
America. 
The common name "Cuban Crocodile" is derived from 
GuibC's (1970) le Crocodile de Cuba. Synonyms include Croco- 
dile du Cuba by Wermuth and Fuchs (1978), Crocodril de Cuba 
by Wermuth andFuchs (1983a), Cocodrilo de Cuba by Wermuth 
and Fuchs (1 983a), Coccodrillos cubanos by Casas-Andreu and 
Guzman-Arroyo (1970), "Cuban crocodyle" by Castellanos 
(1977), coccodrillo cubano and coccodrillo di Cuba by Ross 
(1990, in an Italian translation of Ross 1989), Cubaanse krokodil 
by Hoogmoed and Ross (1993), Cuba Croco by Fuchs (1974), 
Cuba croco by Wermuth and Fuchs (1983b), Le Crocodile de la 
Havane by DumCril(1861), das kubanische Krokodil by Mertens 
(1934), Kubakrokodil by Mertens (1951), Kuba-Krokodil by 
Haltenorth and Trense (1956), krokodyl kubansky by Felix 
(1970), krokodyl kubansky (Czech) by Lanka (1981); krokodyl 
kubansky (Polish) by Mielcarek (1983); Kuba-Kroko by 
Wermuth and Fuchs (1983b), and Kuba-croco by Fuchs (1974). 
Use of "Cuban Crocodile" (= pure C. rhombifer) in this account 
follows Vesey-Fitzgerald (1968) and Ross (1989). Davies (1994) 
suggested "Freshwater Cuban Crocodile." Other common names 
include Japanese spellings in Aoki (1993) and Ota (1966) and 
one in Russian in a table of contents associated with Castellanos 
(1979). Cuban names include Cocodrilo, per Gundlach (1 875) 
and the synonym crocodrilo by Schmidt and Inger (1957). Other 
Cuban names are criollo by Varona (1966), legitimo by Varona 
(1966), cocodrilo perla by Varona (1966, synonym: "Pearly 
Crocodile" by Grenard 1991), and zoquendo (Buide 1967, syn- 
onym: zaquendo by King and Brazaitis 1971 and Caiman 
Zaquendo by Wermuth and Fuchs 1978). 
African slaves in early Spanish Cuba called C. rhombifer 
"Cayman's cousin" (Stoddard 1909). Wild hybrids (C. rhombifer 
x acutus) were named "Cocodrilo mixturado" (Varona 1966) 
and "rnixturals" (Harrison 1981). Fossil junior synonyms of C. 
rhombifer do not have published vernacular names. The junior 
synonym C. planirostris was named "Crocodile planirostre" 
(Graves 1819), Crocodile de Graves (Bory St. Vincent 1824), 
"Flat-headed Crocodile" (Gray 1 83 1 a), and "Graves's Croco- 
dile" (Gray 1844). 
ETYMOLOGY. The species name rhombifer is derived from 
two Latin words, rhombus and fero, which are combined to mean 
"rhomb-bearer" (Redfield 1865). 
n COMMENTS. The Cuban Crocodile has a long history. 
Reports of two species of crocodiles in Cuba were made by the 
early explorers, William Dampier (1729) and Alexander von 
Humboldt (1 856), although neither actually saw a Cuban Croco- 
dile. Humboldt's boat sailed through the ArchipClago de 10s 
Canarreos and in 1801, Humboldt visited the town of Bataband 
on the southern coast of Cuba (Funtanella 1969, including a 
map). He attempted to get a specimen of C. rhombifer in 1804, 
while in Havana (Humboldt 1856). 
The dorsal armor description in Cuvier (1 807) distinguished 
C. rhombifer from the American Crocodile by dorsal scalation 
characters. The drawings of the skull in Cuvier (1808: pl. 1, 
figs. 1-5) have, however, been challenged in the literature as 
possibly being a C. acutus by Giinther (1885), who said that 
"the skull on which Cuvier founded C. rhombifer may prove to 
be nothing but a short-snouted C. americanus." Earlier, Huxley 
(1860) said that the C. rhombifer skull in Cuvier (1808) re- 
sembled the American Crocodile "in the great convexity of its 
nasal region, but differs from it in the greater breadth of the 
skull and in the strong converging preorbital ridges, which ap- 
pear to be limited to the lacrymal bones. If the figures are to be 
trusted, however, there are other very important distinctive char- 
acters about the cranium of this species, for Cuvier's figure ..., 
which gives a view of the palate, shows the premaxillary-max- 
illary suture forming a nearly straight transverse line." The il- 
lustrations in Cuvier (1808) have been reprinted many times in 
various editions of Cuvier's works. Huxley (1860: vol. 9, p. 
102 and pl. 33 1) refered to "Oss. Fossiles" in a different pagina- 
tion of Cuvier (1808) printed in 1836 (p. 70, pl. 231, figs. 1-5). 
See also Literature Cited. 
The need for finding the syntypes is extreme in the case of C. 
rhombifer, because some of the type figures in Cuvier (1808) 
are likely very slightly in error. One documented example of an 
error in a type figure of a crocodile is in Ross and Ross (1987). 
The illustration in Cuvier (1808: pl. 1, fig. 2) shows partly the 
wrong number of maxillary teeth (with 14 teeth on one side in 
the drawing) and shows, instead, on one side, the correct num- 
ber for the American Crocodile (14 maxillary teeth are normal 
for C. acutus). The relative sizes of maxillary teeth 4,5 and 6 in 
Cuvier (1808: pl. 1, fig. 2) are indistinguishable from observed 
variation in C. acutus. The mandible figured in Cuvier (1808: 
pl. 1, figs. 3 4 )  is not as dorso-ventrally thickened, particularly 
posteriorly, as it perhaps should be in a true Cuban Crocodile. 
The transverse suture in Cuvier (1808: pl. 1, fig. 2) is at the 
level of the first maxillary tooth, as opposed to being at the level 
of the back of the first tooth as it is in the Morelet's Crocodile 
illustration in Ross (1987), or even farther posteriorly as it is in 
C. acutus. Huxley (1 860) was correct in saying that the palatal 
premaxillary-maxillary suture shape in Cuvier (1 808: pl. 1, fig. 
2) eliminates C. acutus. 
The C. robustus fossil at Harvard University also has a palate 
with the premaxillary-maxillary suture truly forming a nearly 
straight transverse line, as do some C. rhornbifer, including the 
Pleistocene fossils, and, to only a slightly lesser extent, some 
very large skulls of C. acutus (see Varona 1966, unless that speci- 
men is a misidentified Cuban Crocodile). The mandible with 
the big C. acutus skull in Varona (1966) more closely resembles 
the mandible of a fossil C. rhombifer in Morgan et al. (1993) 
than Cuvier's (1808) figure. The lacrimal ridges in the dorsal 
view in Cuvier (1808) resemble many C. rhombifer and some 
C. acutus . The same dorsal view of the syntype skull (Cuvier 
1808: pl. 1, fig. 1) shows the nasal bones raised above the bony 
humps accommodating the bases of maxillary teeth 5, and this 
is a very reliable character for positively identifying C. rhombifer 
>2 m TL. The skull shown in Cuvier (1808) must be a true C. 
rhombifer. Although Cuvier (1807) probably failed to distin- 
guish C. rhombifer from C. niloticus and C. siamensis, no am- 
biguity exists regarding the validity of the taxon because the C. 
rhombifer illustrations in Cuvier (1808) show an identifiable 
Cuban Crocodile, and Dumbil and Bibron (1 836) identified liv- 
ing animals known to have originated in Cuba as being conspe- 
cific with the syntypes of C. rhombifer Cuvier (1807, 1808). 
The use of the word "type" in two checklists (Schwartz and 
Thomas 1975, Schwartz and Henderson 1991) is as a subject 
heading. A specimen in the British Museum of Natural History 
(BMNH) that was described by Gray (1844, 1867) and possibly 
other material in the MNHN (Paris), collected by Ram6n de la 
Sagra, are available as neotypes. The dentition of the BMNH 
specimen (collected by de la Sagra and received from the 
MNHN) should be determined and reported. Data pertinent to 
the maxillary dentition of the BMNH specimen could disagree 
with Cuvier's (1808: pl. 1, fig. 2) drawing in missing the extra 
14th maxillary tooth (it should have 12-13 maxillary teeth). 
Mook (1921b), in reference to the Ciego Montero fossils and 
also about modem C. rhombifer, said that "in studying a collec- 
tion of Pleistocene crocodiles from Cuba, considerable diffi- 
culty in the determination of species was encountered, through 
the wide range in some characters of the skulls, coupled with 
close similarities in other characters. It was first thought that 
many of the differences were of specific value, but closer study 
has suggested that they are due rather to individual variation or 
age variation or, more probably, both." Problems still are en- 
countered when some few very large skulls need species level 
identification. For example, Staton (1978) called Carnegie 
Museum (CM) 9997 a Cuban Crocodile, but C.A. Ross (pers. 
comm.) questioned that identification (it may be a very large 
American Crocodile). Similarly, a very large Crocodylus skull 
from Cuba (MCZ 17728) was originally identified (in Cuba) as 
C. rhombifer, but later redetermined (by me) as C. acutus on the 
basis of the premaxillary-maxillary suture extending posteri- 
orly to the level of the second maxillary teeth and because it 
lacks the Cuban Crocodile's squamosal horns. However, the 
alveolus for maxillary tooth 4 is larger than the 5 alveolus, a 
strong C. rhombifer character. Nevertheless, 14 maxillary teeth 
occur on both sides and the cranial table is flat and rectangular. 
Another very large "C. acutus" skull was illustrated in Varona 
(1966). Problems like these probably inspired Mook to study 
individual, geographic, and age variation. One error is that Staton 
(1978) called MCZ 17728 a skin of C. rhombifer, but it is not a 
skin (it is a skull). The locality data in Staton (1978) also are 
wrong (it is not from the Isle of Pines; apparently confusion 
occurred with MCZ 1771 8). 
The living Crocodylus rhombifer population is classified as 
"Endangered" by the Crocodile Specialist Group of the Interna- 
tional Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural Re- 
sources, Species Survival commission (Ross 1998), and wild 
individuals were thought to number no more than a few thou- 
sand by Ramos et al. (1994). A more recent estimate is 3,000- 
6,000 individuals in 300 km2 of the southwestern part of the 
Zapata Swamp (Ross 1998). Documentation of the historical 
recovery of this population is in Chabreck (1982). The species 
is currently restricted in distribution to a few hundred square 
kilometers of habitat in one or two permanent freshwater swamps 
in the Cuban region. Large captive populations in Cuba and on 
the Isle of Pines are successfully breeding (Ross 1998), and a 
coordinated captive breeding effort exists for approximately 100 
specimens held in zoos in the USA (Brazaitis 1996) and a few 
zoos in Europe (International Zoo Yearbooks, Vokins 1972). A 
studbook records captive breeding in Europe and North America 
(King and Ross 1990, Ross 1998). Restocking of formerly oc- 
cupied wild habitat on the Isle of Pines was proposed (Soberon 
1995) using captive breeders in the Habana Zoo (Luxmoore 
1992) that are probably Zapata Swamp stock. Escaped farm 
stock of C. rhombifer are restocking the Isle of Pines (Soberon 
et al. 1996). The now wild Caiman crocodilus on the Isle of 
Pines are thought to have been pets, as opposed to farm stock 
(Luxmoore 1992, David 1994). Management of Caiman 
crocodilus relative to Crocodylus rhombifer on the Isle of Pines 
has been proposed (Soberon et al. 1996). The modern popula- 
tion of caimans is probably unrelated to several very early and 
likely mistaken reports (Gray 184.0, Reinhardt and Liitkin 1863) 
of the species from Cuba (Barbour 1914). 
At one point it was estimated that captive hybrids between C. 
acutus and C. rhombifer were more numerous than pure C. 
rhombifer in Cuba (Webb and Manolis 1989). Captive hybrid- 
ization between C. rhombifer and C. niloticus has been reported 
(Davis et al. 1996, King and Ross 1992a). Hybridization be- 
tween C. rhombifer and C. palustris is also suspected (Davis et 
al. 1996). The captive production of hybrids with C. acutus in 
Cuba has completely stopped since 1976 (Ramos 1989, Ross 
1998) and, as much as possible, all of the hybrids have been 
removed from the gene pools of the now separated species 
(Soberon et al. 1996, Ross 1998). The propagation of hybrids 
between C. rhombifer and C. siamensis in South East Asia re- 
mains an unsolved problem (C.A. Ross, pers. comm.; Honegger 
and Hunt 1990; King and Ross 1994b; Thang 1994). The C. 
rhombifer x siamensis hybrids in Vietnam will be difficult to 
identify because of many strong morphological similarities (in- 
cluding color, scalation, and squamosal horns) between the 
Siamese Crocodile and C. rhornbifer. DNA microsatellite mark- 
ers like those reported in Davis et al. (1996) may help identify 
South East Asian hybrids and parental stock. Uncompromised 
Cuban Crocodile stock may possibly be available in Thailand 
for comparison (C.A. Ross, pers. comm.; Suvanakorn and 
Youngprapakom 1987). The sale of commercial hides from C. 
rhombifer x siamensis hybrids could benefit the pure stocks of 
Cuban Crocodiles in Vietnam (Gorzula 1996), but it will have 
to be from registered CITES farms, because the hybrids are 
Appendix 1 animals (King and Ross 1996). 
Data from a sample of 69 juvenile stuffed Cuban Crocodiles 
(all CITES confiscations) in the National Museum of Canada 
(CMN 35001) were included in the Definition, because they 
appear to be pure C. rhombifer, as opposed to captive hybrids 
(Schueler, pers. comm.). 
The survival of C. rhombifer in the Cuban region is greatly to 
the credit of the Cuban scientific community. Existing wild 
populations and natural habitat must continue to be protected, 
and possibly expanded (King and Ross 1992b, Ross 1998). 
Excluding his many contributions to the Crocodile Specialist 
Group Newsletter, Luis S. Varona, in the period 1964-1986, 
authored 41 papers about Cuban animals, eight of which were 
about crocodilians, including an officially anonymous 1969 ar- 
ticle that announced that "more than 3,000 wild Cuban Croco- 
diles have been rounded up in their native swamps and placed 
in protected enclosures or 'corrals' in one of the swamps" and 
that hybridization between Cuban Crocodiles and C. acutus at 
the Cuban government-sponsored farm threatened the C. 
rhombifer stock (Woods 1989). Dr. Varona has been consid- 
ered the authority on C. rhombiferfor many years (Powell 1975, 
Ross 1997). 
Cold War politics seriously hampered research on crocodile 
biology and conservation in Cuba (Ramos 1989). The results 
of many Cuban studies of C. rhombifer were published in peri- 
odicals and reports that are very hard to find in North America 
and Western Europe. Many of the most detailed reports about 
the Zapata Swamp round-up, the Zapata Swamp farms, and sub- 
sequent veterinary research and reproduction studies appeared 
in Central and Eastern European journals. Publications by au- 
thors from communist (or formerly communist) countries not 
seen but cited in this paper are Benitez et al. (1974), Benitez et 
al. (1976), Betancourt et al. (1973), Blanco and Gonzilez (1974), 
Castellanos (1973b), G6mez and Gonzilez (1970), Gonzilez 
and Cabrera (1973), Granado (1983), Granado and Berovides 
(1975), Lanka (no date), Perez et al. (1976), Perez-Vigueras 
(1956), Ramos (1 970), and Varona (1981). Two Mexican spell- 
ing errors in the synonymy at the head of this account, attrib- 
uted to Velasco (1 893, 1895), were quoted from Smith and Smith 
(1973, 1976). 
Text accompanying the photo by Jessie Cohen in the now 
hard-to-find American Association of Zoological Parks and 
Aquariums (AAZPA) Newsletter (1984) indicated that on 2 and 
3 August, seven Cuban Crocodiles (Crocodylus rhombifer) 
hatched at the National Zoological Park (NZP), Washington, 
D.C., after an incubation period of 78 days. The female laid 29 
eggs on 16 May and 25 were artificially incubated, seven prov- 
ing to be fertile. The hatchlings averaged 27.4 cm and 67.3 g at 
birth. Both parents were wild-caught. The female had been on 
loan from the Wilhelma Zoo, Stuttgart, Germany since 1981 
and the male had been at NZP since 1975. 
For quotations of several complete items from 1971-1990 
issues of the IUCN-SSC Crocodile Specialist Group Newslet- 
ter and data summaries of others, see Ross (1997). Many of the 
older Newsletter issues are very rare in libraries. 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS.-Personal communications cited 
in the text are from the following: C.A. Ross (Vetebrate Zool- 
ogy, Smithsonian Institution); J.P. Ross (Executive Officer, 
Crocodile Specialist Group); F.W. Schueler (National Museum 
of Canada); G.R. Zug (Division of Amphibians and Reptiles, 
Smithsonian Institution). Zug was part of the Albert Schwartz 
field party when it received the specimen 011 the Isle of Pines. 
LITERATURE CITED 
AAZPA Newsletter. 1984. Cuban Crocodiles hatch (photo with cap- 
tion). Chicago Herpetol. Soc. Newsl. 1984(12): 12. 
Abercrombie, C.L., D. Davidson, C.A. Hope, and D.E. Scott. 1980. Sta- 
tus of Morelet's Crocodile Crocodillis moreleri in Belize. Biol. Con- 
serv. 17:103-113. 
Alderton, D. 1991. Crocodiles and Alligators of the World. Blandford, 
London. 
Allen, R. 1969. International Crocodilian Society Newsletter l(1): 1. 
Aoki, R. 1983. A new generic allocation of Tomistoma machikanense, a 
fossil crocodilian from the Pleistocene of Japan. Copeia 1983:89- 
95. 
-. 1989. The jaw mechanics in the heterodont crocodilians, p. 17-21. 
In M. Matsui, T. Hikida, and R.C. Goris (eds.), Current Herpetology 
in East Asia: Proceedings of the 2nd Japan-China Herpetological 
Symposium. The Herpetological Society of Japan, Kyoto, Japan. 
-. 1993. Color photo of resting posture, on p. 155 in issue 5 (tortoises, 
crocodiles, tuatara, sea turtles) of a magazine published in Japanese 
(publication date and author are estimated). 
AZA, CAG. 1996. Crocodilian Advisory Group of the American Asso- 
ciation of Zoos and Aquaria: North American Regional Collection 
Plan, 1995. Crocodilians in U.S. zoos. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 15 (1):16-17. 
Balouet, J.C. 1989. New Caledonian Crocodile (Mekosuchus inexpec- 
tatus), p. 36-39. In C.A. Ross (ed.), Crocodiles and Alligators. Facts 
on File, New York. 
Barbour, J. 1976. Poachers at work, crocodiles at bay. Internatl. Wildl. 
6(5):4-11. 
Barbour, T. 1914. A contribution to the zoogeography of the West Indies, 
with especial reference to amphibians and reptiles. Mem. Mus. Comp. 
Zool. 44:205-359, 1 pl. 
-. 1916. The reptiles and amphibians of the Isle of Pines. Ann. Camegie 
Mus. 10:297-308. 
-. 1918. Amphibia and Reptilia, p. 479489,  pl. 1-2. In G.R. Agassiz 
(Introduction), T. Barbour (Amphibia and Reptilia), 0 .  Bangs (Aves), 
and G.M. Allen (Mammalia), Vertebrata from Madagascar. Bull. Mus. 
Comp. Zool. 61:473-516. 
-. 1930. A list of Antillean reptiles and amphibians. Zoologica (New 
York) 11:61-116. 
-. 1935. A second list of Antillean reptiles and amphibians. Zoologica 
(New York) 19:77-141. 
-. 1937. Third list of Antillean reptiles and amphibians. Bull. Mus. 
Comp. Zool. 82:77-166. 
-. 1945. A Naturalist in Cuba. Litlle, Brown and Co., Boston. 
- and C.T. Ramsden. 1916. Catalogo de 10s reptiles y anfibios de la 
Isla de Cuba. Mem. Soc. Cubana Hist. Nat. 2: 124-143. 
- and -. 1919. The herpetology of Cuba. Mem. Mus. Comp. Zool. 
47:69-213. 
Behler, J.L. 1978. Feasibility of the establishment of a captive-breeding 
population of the American Crocod~le. Report T-509 Natl. Park Ser., 
U.S. Dept. Interior, Washington, D.C. 
Beltz, E. 1989. Care in Captivity: Husbandry Techniques for Amphib- 
ians and Reptiles. Chicago Herpetol. Soc., Chicago. 
Bender, L. 1992. Miracle of Life. Crescent Books, New York. 
Benitez, A,, M. Coto, L. Jaquinet, and R. Alzugaray. 1974. Algunas 
considerationes referentes a la reproducci6n de 10s Crocodylus 
rhombifer Cuvier y Crocodylus aclirlis Cuvier en la CiCnaga de Zapata. 
J. Prov. Cien. Veteriilaiias 2. Matanzas, Cuba. 
-, I. PCrez, and A. Patr6n. 1976. Perfil hematol6gico en animales 
j6venes sanos de 0-1 aiio de la especie Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier 
y Crocodylus acurus Cuvier. J. (Prov.) Cien. Veterinarias 4. Matanzas, 
Cuba. 
Berry, R. 1994. Crutchfield's Crocodile Farm (Bushnell. Florida). Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 13(4):20-21. 
Betancourt, A,, C. GutiCmez, and A. SBnchez. 1973. Cromosomas en el 
cocodrilo cubano (C. rhombifer Cuvier). Congr. Panamer. Med. Vet. 
Zootech. 7. Bogota, Colombia. 
Betancourt, L. 1970. Cazador de cocodrilos, un oficio dificil. Mar y 
Pesca (Cuba) 53:34-39. 
Bezuijen, M. 1996. Vietnam: crocodiles in the news. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 15(1):8. 
Biddell, G. and C. Stringer. ca. 1990. Crocodiles of Australia. Adven- 
ture Publ., Casuarina, N.T. 
Blanco, A. and F. Gonzblez. 1974. Variaciones de Ca, P, Mg, Na, y Ken 
el suero sanguine0 del cocodrilo cubano (Crocodylus rhombijer 
Cuvier). Rev. CENIC 2(2): 107- 1 13. 
Bolton, M. 1989. The management of crocodiles in captivity. FA0 
Conserv. Guide 22: 1-52 and 1-62. United Nations, Rome. 
Bory de Saint Vincent. 1824. Dictionnaire Classique d'Histoire Naturelle 
(Vol. 5: Cra-D). Rey and Gravier, Paris. 
-. 1831. Atlas et lllustration des Planches. Dictionnaire Classique 
d'Histoire Naturelle. Rey and Gravier, Paris, pl. 1-160. 
Boulenger, G.A. 1889. Catalogue of the Chelonians, Rhynchocepha- 
lians, and Crocodiles in the British Museum (Natural History). Trust- 
ees Brit. Mus., London. 
Brazaitis, P.J. 1967. Endangered! Animal Kingdom (N.Y. Zool. Soc.) 
70:122-127. 
-. 1969a. The occurrence and injestion of gastroliths in two captive 
crocodilians. Herpetologica 25:63-64.. 
-. 1969b. The determination of sex in living crocodilians. Brit. J. 
Herpetol. 4:54-58 (translated: 1991. Deterrninacion de sexos en 10s 
Crocodylia vivos, p. 1-5. In F.W. King (ed.), Crianza de Cocodrilos: 
Information de la Literatura Cientifica. Gmpo Espec. Cocodrilos, 
IUCN-The World Conserv. Union, Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1974. The Identification of living crocodilians. Zoologica (New York) 
58:59-101. 
-. 1996.Zoos:AZAmeeting. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 15(2):23. 
-and M.E. Watanabe (eds.). 1983. Areareports: North America: USA. 
Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 2(1):3. 
- and - (eds.). 1985a. Editors' comments. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 4: 1-2. 
- and - (eds.). 1985b. Reports from other zoos. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 4: 19. 
- and - (eds.). 1986. Trade. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) S:l& 
. - 
I I .  
-and - (eds.). 1987a. International Zoo-Forss, an animal trading com- 
pany in Copenhagen, Denmark, is offering "zoo-bred Crocodylus 
rhombifer for sale. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 6:17. 
- and - (eds.). 1987b. Trade. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 6: 17- 
19. 
-and - (eds.). 1988a. Zoos. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 7: 12- 
14. 
- and - (eds.). 1988b. Requests. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
7:17-18. 
Bridges, W. 1968. The Bronx Zoo Book of Wild Animals, A Guide to 
Mammals, Birds, Reptiles and Amphibians of the World. New York 
Zool. Soc., Garden Press, New York. 
Brooks, D.R. and R.T. O'Grady. 1989. Crocodilians and their helminth 
parasites: macroevolutionary considerations. Amer. Zool. 29:873- 
883. 
Brown, B. 1913. Some Cuban fossils. Amer. Mus. J. 13:221-228. 
Buide, M.S. 1967. Lista de 10s anfibios y reptiles de Cuba. Torreia 
(New Ser.) 1:l-60. 
Bustard, H.R. 1984. Breeding the gharial (Gavialis gangeticus), p. 385- 
406. In M. Ferguson (ed.), The Structure, Development and Evolu- 
tion of Reptiles (Zool. Soc. London, Zool. Sympos. 52). Academic 
Press, London. 
-. 1986. Crocodiles. In T. Halliday and K. Adler (eds.), The Encyclo- 
pedia of Rept~les and Amphibians. Facts on File, New York. 
Campbell, G.R. andA.L. Winterbotham. 1985. Jaws, Too. The Natural 
History of Crocodilians with Emphasis on Sanibel Island's Alliga- 
tors. Sutherland, Ft. Myers, Florida. 
Campbell, H.W. 1972. Ecological or pbylogenetic interpretations of 
crocodilian nesting habits. Nature 238:404-405. 
- (ed.). 1977. A disturbing note from Cuba! Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 1(12):3. 
Carmena-Suero, A,, J.R. Siret, J. Callejas, and D. Carmena. 1979. Blood 
volume and hematological values of crocodile (Cmcodylus rhombifer 
Cuvier). Comp. Biochem. Physiol. (Ser. A) 64:597-600. 
Carpenter, K. and D. Lindsey. 1980. The dentary of Brachychampsa 
montana Gilmore (Alligatorinae; Crocodilidae), a Late Cretaceous 
turtle-eating alligator. J. Paleontol. 54: 1213-1217. 
Carrillo, E., S. Elizade, R. Ramos, J.P. Ross, and V. de Buffrenil. 1993. 
Cuba: survey of the Zapata Swamp. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
12(4):13-14. 
-. 1994. Letter to Professor H. Messel. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
13(2):24. 
Casas-Andreu, G. and M. Guzmin-Arroyo. 1970. Estado actual de las 
investigaciones sobre cocodrilos Mexicanos. MBxico Inst. Nac. In- 
vest. Biol. Pesq., Ser. Div. Bol. 3:l-52. 
Castellanos, R. 1973a. Estudio de frotis de sangre del cocodrilo cubano 
(Cmcodylus rhombifer Cuvier). Rev. Cubana Cien. Vet. (Habana) 4: 
71-77. 
-. 1973b. Valores leucocitarios y velocidad de sedimentacidn de la 
sangre del cocodrilo cubano (Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier). Sem. 
Cien. CENIC 4. Habana. 
-. 1977. Algunos parimetros hematoldgicos en el cocodrilo cubano 
(Crocodylus rhombifer, Cuvier). Rev. Cubana Cien. Vet. (Habana) 
8:6549. 
-. 1979. Zur Hamatologie des kubaniscben Rautenkrokodils, Croco- 
dylus rhombifer (Cuvier). Zool. Gart., Jena 49:69-74. See table of 
contents for name in Russian. 
Cbabreck, R.H. 1982. Crocodile management programs in Cuba. Re- 
port to the FA0 of the United Nations, Rome. 
Chavananikul, V., S. Wattanodom, and P. Youngprapakorn. 1994. Karyo- 
types of 5 species of crocodile kept in Samutprakan Crocodile Farm 
and Zoo, p. 58-62. In Crocodiles. Vol. 1. Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Chenu, J.C. and E. Desmarest. 1856. EncyclopCdie &Histoire Naturelle, 
ou Trait6 Complet de cette Science. Reptiles et Poissons. Marescq 
and G. Havard, Paris. 
Cocteau, J.T. and G. Bibron. 1838 (& pls. publ. 1840). Reptiles y Peces, 
vol. 2, pt. 2. In R. de la Sagra, Historia Fisica, Politica y Natural de la 
Isla de Cuba. Arthus Bertrand, Paris. 
-and -. 1841. Reptiles. h R. de la Sagra, Histoire Physique, Politique 
et Naturelle de 1'Ile de Cuba. Arthus Bertrand, Paris. 
Collins, L. 1996. Crocodile skin production figures 1993-1994. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 15(3):15-16. 
-. 1998. Crocodilian skin production estimates 1995-1996. Croc. Spec. 
Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 17(1):13-15. 
Conway, W.G. 1986. The practical difficulties and fmancial implica- 
tions of endangered species breeding programmes. Intematl. Zoo 
Yrbk. 24-25:21&219. 
Cope, E.D. 1900. The crocodilians, lizards, and snakes of North America, 
p. 153-1294. In Rept. U.S. Natl. Mus., Washington, D.C. 
Coy-Otero, A. and V. Barus. 1979. Nematodes parasitizing Cuban rep- 
tiles. Acta. Sci. Nat. Bmo (Acad. Sci. Bohemslovacae = Czechoslo- 
vakia) 13(2): 143 .  
- and N.L. Hernandez. 1982. Lista de 10s helmintos parisitos de 10s 
vertebrados silvestres cubanos. Poeyana (235):l-57. 
Cuvier, G. 1807. Sur les diffkrentes espkces de crocodiles vivans et sur 
leurs caractkres distinctifs. Ann. Mus. Hist. Nat. (Paris)10:8-66, pl. 
1-2. Republished: 1812,pt. 5, art. 1:l-59, pl. 1-2. In Recherches sur 
les Ossemens Fossiles (4). Deterville Libr., Paris. Republished: 1824, 
Des ossemens de reptiles, pt. 8:13-66, pl. 3. In Recherches sur les 
Ossemens Fossiles 5 (2). Dufour and d'ocagne, Paris. 
-. 1808. Observations sur I'ostBologie des crocodiles vivans. Ann. Mus. 
Hist. Nat. (Paris) 12: 1-26, pl. 1-2. Republished: 1812, pt 5, art. 2: 1- 
26, pl 1-2. In Recherches sur les Ossemens Fossiles (4). Deterville 
Libr., Paris. Republished: 1824. Chap. 1, sec. 2. In Des Ossemens de 
Reptiles 8, Recherches sur les Ossemens Fossiles (new ed.). Vol. 15 
(pt. 2). Dufour and d'ocagne, Paris. Republished: 1836. Rechercbes 
sur les Ossemens Fossiles (4th ed.). Atlas of plates (p. 1-106 and pl. 
162-260). Edmond d'ocagne, Paris. 
-. 1817. Le Regne Animal 2. Deterville Libr., Paris. Revised: 1829. 
2nd ed. Vol. 2. DBterville and Crochard, Paris. Revised: 1836. 3rd 
ed. Vol. 1. Louis Hauman, BmxelleS. Revised: 1839 (1 840). Les Rep- 
tiles; and Atlas of Plates (by Duvemey) Fortin, Masson, Paris. 
-. 1831. The Class Replilia, Arranged by the Baron Cuvier, with Spe- 
cific Descriptions by Edward Griffith, F.L.S., A.S., &c. and Edward 
Pidgeon, Esq. Whittaker and Treacher, London. Republished: 1834. 
The Animal Kingdom Arranged According to its Organization, Serv- 
ing as a Foundation for the Natural History of Animals, and an Intro- 
duction to Comparative Anatomy. Vol. 2: Reptiles - Fishes). G. 
Henderson, London. Republished: 1835. AClassified Index and Syn- 
opsis of the Animal Kingdom. Vol. 9. Whittaker, London. 
-. 1832. Das Thierreich, geordnet nach seiner Organisation, als 
Gmndlage der Naturgeschichte der Thiere und Einleitung in die 
vergleichende Anatomie. Vol. 2: Reptiles - Fishes. Brodhaus, Leipzig. 
Dampier, W. 1729. A New Voyage Round the World. 7th ed. Vol. 2. 
James and John Knapton, London. 
Das, I. 1994. Herpetological Philately. Bull. Chicago Herpetol. Soc. 
29:20&202. 
Dathe, H. 1974. Herpetologische Skizzen aus Kuba (part 2): Die Kroko- 
dilfarm. Zool. Gart., Jena 44:295-309. 
Davenport, M. 1984a. Crocodilian hatchings in U.S. zoos. Croc. Spec. 
Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 3(1): 19-20. 
-. 1984b. Crocodilian hatchings in U.S.. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 3(2): 18-19. 
-. 1985. Crocodilian hatching in U.S. zoos. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 4(14):18-19. 
David, D.N. 1994. Harvesting wild crocodilians: guidelines for devel- 
oping a sustainable use program, p. 27&309. In Crocodiles. Vol. 1. 
Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. Croc. Spec. Grp. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Davies, J.E. 1994. Rare and endemic plants, animals and habitats in the 
Cayman Islands, and related legislation, p. 527-541. In M.A. Brunt 
and J.E. Davies (eds.), The Cayman Islands: Natural History and 
Biogeography. Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, Holland. 
Davis, S., E. Louis, M. Forstner, and D. Starkey. 1996. DNAanalysis of 
hybridization in captive crocodilians, p. 19. In J.M. Dantzler (ed.), 
Crocodilian DNA Research: A Report on a Workshop on the Genet- 
ics of the Crocodilians. Occ. Pap. Env. Policy 96, Univ. South Caro- 
lina. 
Densmore, L.D. 1983. Biochemical and immunological systematics of 
the order Crocodilia, p. 397465. In M. K. Hecht, B. Wallace, and G. 
H. Prance (eds.), Evolutionary Biology. Plenum, New York. 
-and R.D. Owen. 1989. Molecular systematics of the order Crocodilia. 
Amer. Zool. 29:83 1-841. 
-and S. White. 1996. Relationships of extant crocodylia inferred from 
mitochondria1 DNA sequence data, p. 3 4 .  In J.M. Dantzler (ed.), 
Crocodilian DNA Research: A Report on a Workshop on the Genet- 
ics of the Crocodilians. Occ. Pap. Env. Policy 96, Univ. South Caro- 
lina. 
Ditmars, R.L. 1910. Reptiles of the World. Isaac Pitman, London. Re- 
vised: 1933. Reptiles of the World. Macmillan, New York. 
Dow, L. 1990. Alligators and Crocodiles. Facts on File, New York. 
Dowling, H.G. (ed.). 1971. Conservation note: Groschaft about Cuba. 
Herpetol. Rev. 3:34. 
- and P. Brazaitis. 1966. Size and growth in captive crocodilians. 
Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 6:265-270. 
Downes, M.C. 1973. The literature of crocodile husbandry. Appendix, 
p. 93-115. In Crocodiles. IUCN Publ. New Ser., Suppl. Pap. (41):l- 
11 8. Morges, Switzerland. 
Drapiez, P.A.J. 1838 (1837-1845, reprinted 1853). Dictionnaire 
Classique des Sciences Naturelles. Vol. 3: C-D. Milne, Cans, Bms- 
sels. 
Dumiril, A.M.C. and G. Bibron. 1836. ErpBtologie GBn6ale ou Histoire 
Naturelle Compltte des Reptiles. Vol. 3. Roret, Paris. 
- and A. Dum6ril. 185 1. Catalogue MBthodique de la Collection des 
Reptiles. Gide and Baudry, Paris. 
Dumtril, A. 1852. Description des reptiles nouveaux ou imparfaitement 
connus de la collection du musCunl d'histoire naturalle et remarques 
sur la classification et les caracteres des reptiles. Arch. Mus. (Paris) 
6:209-264. 
-. 1861. Lettres relatives au catalogue des poissons et au catalogue de 
la menagerie des reptiles. Arch. Mus. (Paris) 10:429460. 
Dumkril, A,, M.-F. Bocourt, and F. Mocquard. 1873. Atlas (of 77 
plates). In Mission Scientifique au Mexique et dans 1'AmCrique 
Centrale, Ouvrage Publit par Ordre du Ministre de 1'Instruction 
Publique. Recherches Zoologiques. Part 3, Section 1. Impr. Nat., Paris. 
Edwards, H. 1989. Crocodile Attack. Harper and Row, New York. 
Felix, J. 1970. Za kubinskymi krokodyly. Vesmir (Prague) 49:52-55. 
Fischer, J. von. 1884. Das Terrarium, seine Bepflanzung und Bevolker- 
ung. Mahlau and Waldschmidt, Frankfurt. 
Fleishman, L.J., H.C. Howland, M.J. Howland, A.S. Rand, and M.L. 
Davenport. 1988. Crocodiles don't focus underwater. J. Comp. 
Physiol. A 163: 441443. 
Flower, S.S. 1925. Contributions to our knowledge of the duration of 
life in vertebrate animals (part 3: reptiles). Proc. Zool. Soc. London 
1925:911-981. 
-. 1929. Reptiles, p. 1-272. In S.S. Flower (reptiles), M.A. Smith (am- 
phibians), and E.G. Boulenger (fishes), List of the Vertebrated Ani- 
mals Exhibited in the Gardens of the Zoological Society of London 
1828-1927. Vol. 3. Zool. Soc. London. 
Formozov, N. 1994. Cuban Crocodiles in Russian zoos (including former 
USSR). Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 13(1):15. 
Franz, R., G.S. Morgan, N. Albury, and S.D. Buckner. 1995. Fossil skel- 
eton of a Cuban Crocodile (Crocodylus rhombifer) from a blue hole 
on Abaco, Bahamas. Carib. J. Sci. 3 1: 149-152. 
Fuchs, K. 1974. Die Krokodilhaut. Ein wichtiger Merkmaltrager bei 
der Identifizierung von Krokodil-Arten. Eduard Roether, Darmstad. 
Funtanella, C. 1969. Humboldt en nuestra historia, p. 12-25. In 
Universidad de La Habana (194): 1-133. Facultad de Humanidades, 
Univ. Habana, Cuba. 
Furrazola, G. 1969. Informe sobre la expedicidn paleontoldgica alemano- 
cubana, p. 2 6 3 3 .  In Universidad de La Habana (194): 1-133. Facultad 
de Humanidades, Univ. Habana, Cuba. 
Garman, S. 1887. On West Indian reptiles in the Museum of Compara- 
tive Zoology, at Cambridge, Mass. Proc. Amer. Phil. Soc. 24:278- 
286. 
. 1888. Reptiles and batrachians from the Caymans and from the 
Bahamas. Bull. Essex Inst. 20:lOl-113. 
Garrido, O.H. 1980. Los vertebrados terrestres de la Peninsula de Zapata. 
Poeyana 203: 1 4 9 .  
- and A. Schwartz. 1969. Anfibios, reptiles y aves de Cayo Cantiles. 
Poeyana, Ser. A 67:144. 
Gasparini, Z. 1981. Los Crocodylia fosiles de la Argentina. Ameghiniana 
1 8: 1 77-205. 
Gatesy, J. and G.D. Amato. 1992. Sequence similarity of 12s ribosomal 
segment of mitochondria1 DNAs of gharial and false gharial. Copeia 
1992:241-243. 
Geissler, L. and J. Jungnickel. 1989. Bemerkenswerte Schildkroten 
(Emydidae) und Panzerechsen (Crocodilidae) aus Vietnam. Her- 
petofauna 63:26-34. 
Giebel, C.G. 1860. Die Amphibien. Naturgeschichte l(3): 1-163. 
Gomez, R. and EM. Gonziilez. 1970. Identificacidn de 10s heuvos f6rtiles 
en el cocodrilo. Reporte preliminar. Mem. 3rd J. TCcn. CAN, Ha- 
vana. 
Gonzilez, F.M. andM. Cabrera. 1973. Caracteristicas morfoldgicas del 
huevo del cocodrilo cubano (Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier). Mem. 
4th Sem. Cien. CENIC, Habana. 
Gosse, P.H. 185 1. ANaturalist's Sojourn in Jamaica. Longman, Brown, 
Green and Longmans, London. 
Gorzula, S. 1996. Vietnam site report. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
15(1):8-9. 
Granado, A. 1983. Determinacion de proteinas sericas de Crocodylus 
rhombifer por immunoelectroforesis. Rev. Sal. Anim. 5(1):159-164. 
- and V. Berovides. 1975. Electrophoresis fractions of the serum pro- 
teins from Crocodylus rhombifer. Rev. CENIC 6: 171-179. 
n Graves, L. 1819. Sur deux nouvelles esphces de crocodile. Ann. G6n. 
Sci. Phys. 2:343-353. Translated: 1821. Zwen neue Crocodill-Gat- 
tungen. Isis von Oken 1:537-543. 
Gray, J.E. 183 1 a. Synopsis Reptilium, or Short Descriptions of the Spe- 
cies of Reptiles. Part 1. Cataphracta. Tortoises, Crocodiles, and 
Enaliosaurians. Treuttel, Wurtz, and Co., London. 
-. 1831b. A synopsis of the species of the class Reptiha. In E. Griffith 
(ed.), The Animal Kingdom by Cuvier. Vo19 (appendix). Whittaker, 
Treacher, and Co., London. 
-. 1840. Catalogue of the species of reptiles collected in Cuba by W.S. 
MacLeay, Esq. Annals of Natural History; or Mag. Zool., Bot., Geol. 
London (Series 1) 5: 108-1 15. 
-. 1844. Catalogue of the tortoises, crocodiles, and amphisbaenians in 
the collection of the British Museum. Trustees Brit. Mus., London. 
-. 1862. A Synopsis of the species of crocodiles. Ann. Mag. Nat. Hist., 
Zool. Bot. Geol. London (Ser. 3) 10:265-274. 
-. 1867. Synopsis of the species of Recent crocodilians or emydo- 
saurians, chiefly founded on the specimens in the British Museum 
and the Royal College of Surgeons. Trans. Zool. Soc. London 6 
(1869):125-169, pl. 31-34. 
-. 1872. Catalogue of Shield Reptiles in the Collection of the British 
Museum. Part 2. Emydosaurians, Rhynchocephalia, and Amphis- 
baenians. Trustees Brit. Mus., London. 
. 1873. Hand-list of the specimens of shield reptiles in the British 
Museum. Trustees Brit. Mus., London. 
Greer, A.E. 1970. Evolutionary and systematic significance of croco- 
dilian nesting habits. Nature 227:523-524. 
Grenard, S. 1991. Handbook of Alligators and Crocodiles. Krieger Publ., 
Malabar, Florida. 
Groombridge, B. 1982. The IUCN Amphibia-Reptilia Red Data Book. 
Pt. 1. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1987. The distribution and status of world crocodilians, p. 9-21. In 
G.J.W. Webb, S.C. Manolis, and P.J. Whitehead (eds.), Wildlife Man- 
agement: Crocodiles and Alligators. Surrey Beatty and Sons, Chip- 
ping Norton, New South Wales. 
- (ed.). 1992. Global Biodiversity. Chapman and Hall, London. 
Groschaft, J. and V. Barus. 1970. Studies on the helminth fauna of croco- 
diles in Cuba. Vest. Cesk. Spol. Zool. 34:289-303. Non-illustrated 
abstract (by M.R.N. Shephard) of Groschaft and B m s  (1970). 1971. 
Helminthol. Abstr., Ser. A: Animal and Human Helminthology (Com- 
monwealth Agric. Bur.) 40:199. 
Grzimek, B. 1973. Het leven der dieren, encyclopedie van het dierenrijk. 
Vol. 6: Reptielen. Spectrum, Utrecht. 
Guggisberg, C.A.W. 1972. Crocodiles. David and Charles, Newton 
Abbot, Devon, England. 
Guibt, J. 1970. La systtmatique des reptiles actuels, p. 1054-1 160. In 
P.-P. Grasse (ed.), Trait6 de Zoologie Anatomie, Systkmatique, Biolo- 
gie. Vol. 14 (Fasc. 3: Reptiles: Glandes Endocrines-Embryologie- 
Systtmatique-Paleontologie). Masson and Cie, Paris. 
Gundlach, J. 1875. Catalog0 de 10s reptiles Cubanos. Anal. Hist. Nat. 
4:347-68. 
-. 1880. Contribucidn a la Erpetologia Cubana. G. Montiel, Habana. 
Giinther, A. 1885. Reptilia and Batrachia. Pts. 1-7:l-56, pls. 1-25. In 
Biologia Centrali-Americana. 1885-1902. Porter, London. 
Hakansson, T. 1994. Popular krokodiles. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 13(3): 10. 
-. 1995. Origin of Cuban Crocodiles in Sweden. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 14(4):1617. 
Hallowell, E. 1857. Notes on the reptiles in the collection of the Acad- 
emy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia. Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Phila- 
delphia (1856) 8:221-238. 
Haltenorth, T. and W. Trense. 1956. Das Grosswild der Erde und seine 
Trophaen. Bayerischer Landwirts., Bonn. 
Harrison, G.H. 1981. Raising crocs, not cane: a new kind of harvest in 
Cuba. Animal Kingdom 84:26-29. 
Hedges, S.B. 1996. The origin of West Indian amphibians and reptiles, 
p. 95-128. In R. Powell and R.W. Henderson (eds.), Contributions to 
West Indian Herpetology: ATribute to Albert Schwartz. SSAR Contr. 
Herpetol. Vol. 12. Ithaca, New York. 
Heinemann, C. 1877. Beitrage zur Anatomie der Retina. Arch. Mikrosk. 
Anat. 14:409411. 
Hermes, N. 1987. Crocodiles, Killers in the Wild. Child, Frenchs For- 
est, New South Wales. 
Herter, K. 1960. Das Tierreich, redigiert von H. von Lengerken. VII14 
Kriechtiere. Sammlung Goschen 447447a. Walter de Gruyter and 
Co., Berlin. 
Hoeven, J. van der. 1833. Verzameling der Platen, behoorende tot het 
Handboek der Dierkunde. Verklaring der Platen. C.G. Sulpke, 
Amsterdam. 
-. 1855. Handboek der Dierkunde. J.C.A. Sulpke, Amsterdam. 
Honegger, R.E. 196%. Red Data Book. Vol. 3: Amphibia & Reptilia. 
IUCN, Morges, Switzerland. 
-. 1968b. Rare and endangered world amphibians and reptiles. Red 
Data Book. Vol. 3: Amphibia & Reptilia. IUCN, Morges, Switzer- 
land. 
-. 1971a. Stand van zaken bij de internationale pogingen amfibien en 
reptielen te beschermen. Lacerta 29232-83. 
-. 1971b. Zoo breeding and crocodile bank, p. 86-96. In Crocodiles, 
vol. 1. IUCN Publs. New Ser., Suppl. Pap. (32):l-191. 
-. 1973. Uwe Richter, "Kreuzung zwischen Nil-und Spitzkrokodil (?)" 
reviewed. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) l(8b):8-9. 
-. 1975a. The crocodilian situation in European zoos. Internatl. Zoo 
Yrbk. 15:277-283. 
-. 1975b. With members of his zoo staff, Dr. Dathe visited Cuba in 
1962,1967,1968, and 1970. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(11):1- 
2. 
-. 1979. Red Data Book. Vol. 3: Amphibia & Reptilia. IUCN, Morges, 
Switzerland. 
-. 1993. Zoo surplus and requests. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
12(2):11. 
-. 1994. Surplus crocodilians. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
13(3):23. 
- and R.H. Hunt. 1990. Breeding crocodiles in zoological gardens 
outside the species range, with some data on the general situation in 
European zoos, 1989, p. 200-228. In Crocodiles. Proceedings of the 
10th Working Meeting of the IUCN-SSC Crocodile Specialist Group. 
Vol. 1. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
-and F.W. Zeigler. 1991. The 1989-1990 crocodile surveys in Euro- 
pean and American zoos and aquaria. Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 30:153- 
156. 
Hoogmoed, M. and F.D. Ross. 1993. Personalia. Infusis, int. inform. 
Nat. Natuurhist. Mus., Leiden 49: 12. 
Homaday, W.T. 1904. The American Natural History, a Foundation of 
Useful Knowledge of the Higher Animals of North America. George 
Newnes, London. Republished: 1914. Fireside ed. Vol. 4: Reptiles, 
Amphibians and Fishes). Charles Scribner's Sons, New York. 
-. 191 1. Popular Official Guide to the New York Zoological Park. 1 lth 
ed. New York Zool. Soc., New York. Revised: 1927. Popular Offi- 
cial Guide to the New York Zoological Park 20th ed. New York 
Zool. Soc., New York. 
Howell, T. 1990. Gator Jungle's Conservation Breeding Center. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 9(4):21. 
Humboldt, A. 1856. The Island of Cuba (translated from the Spanish 
with notes and a preliminary essay by J.S. Thrasher). Derby and Jack- 
son, New York. 
Huxley, T.H. 1860. On the dermal armour of Jacare and Caiman, with 
notes on the specific and generic characters of Recent Crocodilia. J. 
Proc. Linnean Soc., Zool. 4: 1-28. 
Ikai, A,, T. Kitamoto, and M. Nishigai. 1983. Alpha-2-macroglobulin- 
like protease inhibitor from the egg white of Cuban Crocodile 
(Crocodylus rhombifer). J. Biochem. 93:121-127. 
-, H. Hori, K. Sutoh, M. Kikuchi, and Y. Nagai. 1985. Inhibition pat- 
terns of metalloproteases by avomacroglobulin of Crocodylus 
rhombifer. Comp. Biochem. Physiol., Ser. B 80:209-211. 
Iordansky, N.N. 1973. The skull of the Crocodilia, p. 201-262. In C. 
Gans and T.S. Parsons (eds.), Biology of the Reptilia. Vol. 4. Mor- 
phology D. Acad. Press, London. 
IUCN (International Union for the Conservation of Nature). 1990. 1990 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Animals. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
International Zoo Yearbook. 1960's-present. Census of Rare Animals. 
Species Bred in Captivity. Zool. Soc. London. 
Jaeger, G.F. 1828. LTber die Fossile Reptilien, Welche in Wiirtemberg. 
J.B. Metzlerschen, Stuttgart. 
Kalin, J.A. 1933. Beitrage zur vergleichenden Osteologie des Croco- 
dilidenschadels. Zool. Jahrb. (Anat.) 57:535-714. 
King, F.W. 1974a. International trade and endangered species. Internatl. 
Zoo Yrbk. 14:2-13. 
-. 1974b. Trade in live crocodilians. Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 1452-56. 
-. 1989. Conservation and management, p. 216-220,222-229. In C.A. 
Ross (ed.), Crocodiles and Alligators. Facts on File, New York. Trans- 
lated: 1990. Coccodrilli e l'uomo, p. 216-220,222-229. In C.A. Ross 
(ed.), Cocodrilli e Alligatori. Rizzoli, Milan. Translated: 1990. Les 
crocodiles et I'homme, p. 216-220, 222-229. In C.A. Ross (ed.), 
Crocodiles Alligators et Caimans. Bordas, Paris. Translated: 1990. 
Krokodile und Menschen, p. 216220,222-229. In C.A. Ross (ed.), 
Crokodile und Alligatoren. Jahr-Verlag, Hamburg. Translated: 1992. 
Bescherming en behoud, p. 216-220,222-229. In C.A. Ross (ed.), 
Krokodillen en Alligators. Uitgeverij, Weert, Netherlands. 
- (ed.). 1990. Mark Wise reports that at the St. Augustine Alligator 
Farm and its off-site breeding facility in Ocala, Florida, in 1989, 
nine species of crocodilians were successfully bred. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 9(1): 16. 
- and P. Brazaitis. 1971. Species identification of commercial croco- 
dilian skins. Zoologica (N.Y.) 56:lS-70. Republished: 1979. p. 53- 
68. In R.C. Banks (ed.), Museum Studies and Wildlife Management: 
Selected Papers. Natl. Fish Wildl. Lab., USFWS, Washington, D.C. 
- and R.L. Burke. 1989. Crocodilian, Tuatara, and Turtle Species of 
the World. Assoc. Syst. Coll., Washington, D.C. 
- and J.S. Dobbs. 1975. Crocodilian propagation in American zoos 
and aquaria. Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 15:272-277. 
-and J.P. Ross (eds.). 1990. Members of the American Association of 
Zoological Parks and Aquariums, Crocodilian Advisory Group met 
on 25 April while in Gainesville for the CSG loth Working Meeting. 
Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 9(3):22. 
-and - (eds.). 1992a. James C. Smith (N. Carolina) has been raising 
crocodilians in a 10 foot x 10 foot enclosure with heated air and 
water for the last several years. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
11(1):23. 
-and- (eds.). 1992b. Population viability and habitat analysis. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 11(3):7. 
-and - (eds.). 1992c. A CITES survey of the Zapata swamp in Cuba 
to assess the status of C. rhombifer in the wild is in an advanced 
stage of planning. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 11(3):8. 
-and - (eds.). 1993a. Cover photo: Crocodylus rhombifer, captive 
bred yearlings raised at the Ministeria Industria Pescaria Crocodile 
Farm, Lago Tesoro, Cuba. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 12(3): 
0-1. 
- and - (eds.). 1993b. Gator Jungle at Plant City, breeding report. 
Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 12(4): 16-17. 
- and - (eds.). 1994a. A proposal has been submitted to the Secre- 
tariat to register the farm at Laguna Tesoro for captive breeding of 
Cuban Crocodiles. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 13(2):10. 
-and - (eds.). 1994b. Andy Ross reported on his recent visit to Viet- 
nam. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 13(2):19. 
-and - (eds). 1996. Editors' note. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
15(1):9. 
-, H.W. Campbell, and F. Medem. 1979. Review of the status of the 
American Crocodile, Crocodylus acutus. 21 p. (typewritten). 
Klos, H.-G. and J. Lange. 1986. The modernisation of the aquarium at 
Berlin Zoo. Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 24-25:322-332. 
Krause, W. 1893. Die Retina. Internatl. Monats. Anat. Physiol. 10: 12- 
84. 
Kiihlmann, D.H.H. 1966. Putzerfische saubern Krokodile. Zeitsch. 
Tierpsychol. 23:853-854. 
LacCpBde. 1833. Oeuvres du Comte de LacCpBde. Vol. 1. Th. Lejeune, 
Brussels. 
Lando, R.V. and E.E. Williams. 1969. Notes on the herpetology of the 
U.S. Naval Base at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Stud. Fauna Curaqao 
Carib. Isl. 31: 159-201. 
Lang, J.W. 1987. Crocodilian behaviour: implications for management, 
p. 273-294. In G.J.W. Webb, S.C. Manolis, and P.J. Whitehead (eds.), 
Wildlife Management: Crocodiles and Alligators. Surrey Beatty, Chip- 
ping Norton, NSW, Australia. 
Langston, W. 1965. Fossil crocodilians from Colombia and the Ceno- 
zoic history of the Crocodilia in South America. Univ. California 
Publ. Geol. Sci. 52:l-169. 
Lanka, V. 198 1. Umela inkubace a odchov krokodyla kubanskeho. Ar- 
tificial incubation and rearing of Crocodylus rhombifer. Ziva, Cas. 
Biol. PrL.  29:29-30, 36, 1 pl. 
-. No date. Proc. Prave Kubansti plazi? Kuba 1. Ocima Zool. 
Larsson, H.-0. and J. Wihman. 1989. Breeding the Cuban Crocodile 
Crocodylus rhombifer at Skansen Aquarium. Internatl. Zoo Yrbk. 
28:llO-113. 
Leidy, J. 1868. Notice of some vertebrate remains from the West Indian 
islands. Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia 1868:178-180. 
Levy, C. 1991. Crocodiles and Alligators. Chartwell, Secaucus, New 
Jersey. 
Lichtenstein, H. 1856. Nomenclator Reptilium et Amphibiomm Musei 
Zoologici Berolinensis. Konigl. Akad. Wissensch., Berlin. 
Lloyd, M.L., T. Reichard, and R.A. Odum. 1994. Gallamine reversal in 
Cuban Crocodiles (Crocodylus rhombifer) using neostigmine versus 
neostigmine with hyaluronidase, p. 117-120. In R.E. Junge (ed.), 
Proc. Amer. Assoc. Zoo Vet. Assoc. Rept. Amphib. Vet. Ann. Conf., 
22-27 October 1994, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
Luxmoore, R.A. 1990. International crocodilian skin trade: trends and 
sources, p. 302-305. In Cocodiles. Proc. 10th Work. Mtg. IUCN- 
SSC Croc. Spec. Grp. Vol. 2. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
. 1991. Estimates of crocodile skin production 1989. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 10(2):21-22. 
- (ed.). 1992. Directory of crocodilian farming operations. Part 2: Di- 
rectory of crocodilian farming operations. 2nd ed. IUCN-World 
Conserv. Union, Gland, Switzerland. Part (including "Caimans on 
Isle of Pines") republished: 1994. History of CITES Controls, attachm. 
2, p. 295-299 (Directory, from 2nd ed., p. 55-58). In D. David, Har- 
vesting wild crocodilians: guidelines for developing a sustainable 
use program, p. 274-309. In Crocodiles. Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. IUCN- 
SSC Croc. Spec. Grp. Vol. I. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1994. Crocodilian skin production 1991-1992. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 13(3):22. 
-, J.G. Barzdo, S.R. Broad, and D.A. Jones. 1985. ADirectory of Croco- 
dilian Farming Operations. Univ. Press, Cambridge, England. 
- - -  , , , and -. 1986. A world survey of crocodilian farming, p. 
413433. In Crocodiles. Proc. 7th Work. Mtg. IUCN-SSC Croc. Spec. 
Grp. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
-, M.A. Rodriguez M., and Nguyen Mau Tai. 1991. Vietnam crocodile 
information slowly revealed. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
lO(3): 11. 
Lydekker, R. 1896. The Royal Natural History. Vol. 5: Reptiles, Am- 
phibians, Fishes, and the Lowest Vertebrates and Their Allies). 
Frederick Waine, London. 
Magnusson, W.E. 1989. The peculiarities of crocodilian population dy- 
namics and their possible importance for management strategies, p. 
434-442. In Crocodiles. Proc. 7th Work. Mtg. Croc. Spec. Grp. IUCN, 
Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1992. Crocodiles and alligators, p. 224-233. In H.G. Cogger and 
R.G. Zweifel (eds.), Reptiles &Amphibians. Smithmark, New York. 
Matthew, W.D. 1918. Affinities and origin of the Antillean mammals. 
Bull. Geol. Soc. Amer. 29:657-666. 
Mayer, S. 1858. Bemerkungen iiber den Schadel von Gavialis Schlegelii 
und Crocodilus raninus. Arch. Naturgesch. (Berlin) 24:3 12-318. 
McMahan, W. 1993. Trade and conservation of alligators. Croc. Spec. 
Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 12(4):18-19. 
Means, D.B. 1992. Crocodile. Vol. 4, p. 1150-1 15 1 with color photo. In 
The World Book Encyclopedia. World Book, Chicago. 
Medem, F. and H. Mam. 1955. An artificial key to the New-World spe- 
cies of crocodilians. Copeia 1955: 1-2. 
Meers, M.B. 1995. Forelimb research. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
14(4):21. 
Merrem, B. 1820. Tentamen Systematis Amphibiomm. Johann Chr. 
Krieger, Marburg. 
Mertens, R. 1934. Die Insel-Reptilien, ihre Ausbreitung, Variation und 
Artbildung. Zoologica (Stuttgart) 32(84):1-209. 
. 1943. Die rezenten Krokodile des Natur-Museums Senckenberg. 
Senckenbergiana Biol. 26:252-3 12. 
-. 195 1. Zwischen Atlantik und Pazifik, Zoologische Reiseskizzen aus 
Nordarnerika. Kemen and Gundert, Stuttgart. 
-. 1968. ~ b e r  Reptilienbastarde (part 4). Senckenbergiana Biol. 49: 1- 
12. 
-. 1972a. ~ b e r  Reptilienbastarde (part 5). Senckenbergiana Biol. 53:l- 
19. 
-. 1972b. Nachtrage zum Krokodil-Katalog der senckenbergischen 
Sammlungen. Senckenbergiana Biol. 53:21-35. 
- and H. Wermuth. 1955. Die rezenten Schildkroten, Krokodile und 
B~ckenechsen. Eine kntische Liste der heute lebenden Arten und 
Rassen. Zool. Jahrb. (Syst. Okol. Geogr.) 83:323440. 
Messel, H. 1994. Letter to Elvirra Carrillo, Director of Fisheries Regu- 
lations, Havana. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 13(2):10. 
Mielcarek, R. 1983. Uwagi o krokodylu kubanskim-Crocodylus 
rhombifer (Cuvier, 1807) i perspektywach jego przetrwania. Some 
remarks on the Cuban Crocodile, Crocodylus rhombijer (Cuvier, 
n 1807) and the perspectives of its survival. Przeglad Zool. 27(1):81- 
85. 
Minton, S.A. andM.R. Minton. 1973. Giant Reptiles. Charles Scribner's 
Sons, New York. 
Mook, C.C. 1921a. Description of a skull of the extinct Madagascar 
Crocodile, Crocodilus robustus Vaillant and Grandidier. Bull. Amer. 
Mus. Nat. Hist. 44:25-32. 
-. 1921b. Individual and age variations in the skulls of Recent 
Crocodilia. Bull. Amer. Mus. Nat. Hist. 44:5146. 
-. 1921c. Skull characters of Recent Crocodilia with notes on the af- 
finities of the Recent genera. Bull. Amer. Mus. Nat. Hist. 44: 123- 
268. 
-. 1959. A new Pleistocene crocodilian from Guatemala. Amer. Mus. 
Nov. (1975):l-6. 
Morgan, G.S. 1994. Late Quaternary fossil vertebrates from the Cay- 
man Islands, p. 465-508. In M.A. Brunt and J.E. Davies (eds.), The 
Cayman Islands: Natural History and Biogeography. Kluwer Acad. 
Publ., Dordrecht, Netherlands. 
- and T.H. Patton. 1979. On the occurrence of Crocodylus (Reptilia, 
Crocodilidae) in the Cayman Islands, British West Indies. J. Herpetol. 
13:289-292. 
-, R. Franz, and R.I. Crombie. 1993. The Cuban Crocodile, Crocodylus 
rhombifer, from Late Quaternary fossil deposits on Grand Cayman. 
Carib. J. Sci. 29: 153-164. 
Miiller, G.B. and P. Alberch. 1990. Ontogeny of the limb skeleton in 
Alligator mississippiensis: developmental invariance and change in 
the evolution of Archosaur limbs. J. Morphol. 203: 151-164. 
Miiller, L. 1923. Crocodilus siamensis Schneid. und Crocodilus ossi- 
fragus Dubois. Palaeont. Hungarica 1 : 109-122. 
Miiller, S. and H. Schlegel. 1844. Over de Krokodillen van den Indischen 
Archipel., 1-28, pl. 1-3. In C.J. Temrninck, 1839-1844, Verhand- 
elingen over de Natuurlijke Geschiedenis der Nederlandsche Over- 
zeesche Bezittingen, Door de Leden der Natuurkundige Commissie 
in Indie en Andere Schrijvers. C.J. Temminck Publ., Leyden. 
NRC (National Research Council). 1983. Crocodiles as a Resource for 
the Tropics. Natl. Acad. Sci., Washington, D.C. 
Neill, W.T. 1958. The occurrence of amphibians and reptiles in saltwa- 
ter areas, and a bibliography. Bull. Marine Sci. Gulf Carib. 8: 1-97. 
-. 1971. The Last of the Ruling Reptiles. Alligators, Crocodiles and 
Their Kin. Columbia Univ. Press, New York. 
-and R. Allen. 1959. Studies on the amphibians and reptiles of British 
Honduras. Publ. Res. Div. Ross Allen's Rept. Inst. 2:l-76. 
Norell, M.A. 1989. The higher level relationships of the extant 
Crocodylia. J. Herpetol. 23:325-335. 
O'Donoghue, C.H. 1917. A note on the ductus caroticus and ductus 
arteriosus and their distribution in the Reptilia. J. Anat. 5 1: 137-149. 
Odum, R.A. 1993. Toledo Zoo crocodile hatchings. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 12(4): 17-18. 
Olivares, J.de. 1899. The Isle of Pines, a favorite resort of pirates, p. 
55-96. In J. Wheeler (ed.), Vol. 1. Our Islands and Their People as 
Seen with Camera and Pencil. Thompson, St. Louis. 
Orbigny, A.C.V.D. d'. 1844 (1842-1849). Dictionnaire Universel 
d'Histoire Naturelle. Vol. 4. Bur. Princ., Paris. Republished: 1867. 
Dictionnaire Universel #Histoire Naturelle. Vol. 4. Bur. Princ., Paris. 
Ota. 1966. Croc. rhombifer, p. 29, 87-89, p. 108 (title and publication 
data of book are in Japanese). 
Ottenwalder, J.A. and J.P. Ross. 1992. Crocodiles in Cuba, CITES Mis- 
sion June 9-16 1991, Report of the Technical Advisors. Part 2: Croco- 
dilians, p. 2840 .  In Crocodile Conservation Action. Spec. Publ. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. IUCN-SSC, Gland, Switzerland. 
Ouboter, P.E. and L.M.R. Nanhoe. 1987. Notes on nesting and parental 
care in Caiman crocodilus crocodilus in northern Suriname and an 
analysis of crocodilian nesting habitats. Amphib.-Rept. 8:33 1-347. 
Translated: 1991. Notas sobre la anidacion y la proteccion de las 
crias por 10s padres en Caiman crocodilus crocodilus en el norte de 
Surinam y un analysis sobre el habitat de anidacion de 10s Crocodylia, 
p. 65-80. In Crianza de Cocodrilos: Informacidn de la Literatura 
Cientifica. Croc. Spec. Grp. IUCN-SSC, Gland, Switzerland. 
Owen, R. 1845 (1840-1845). Odontography. Hippolyte Bailliere, Lon- 
don. 
-. 1853. Descriptive Catalogue of the Osteological Series Contained 
in the Museum of the Royal College of Surgeons of England. Vol. 1: 
Pisces, Reptilia, Aves, Marsupialia. Taylor and Francis, London. 
Penny, M. 1991. Alligators & Crocodiles. Crescent Books, New York 
(Translated: 1992. Alligators & Krokodillen. Schuyt & Co., Haarlem, 
Netherlands). 
Perez, I., A. Benitez, G. Sardiiias, V. Lazo, and A. Patron. 1976. Hallazgo 
de una trematodosis por el gCnero Acanthostomum en 10s cocodrilos 
del criadero nacional de la CiCnaga de Zapata. Rept. Prel. Congr. 
Nac. Cien. Vet. 2. Habana. 
Perez-Beato, 0 .  and A. Granado. 1978. Estudio immunoelectroforCtico 
de las proteinas sCricas del crocodile cubano (Crocodylus rhombifer). 
Rev. Cub. Cien. Vet. 9:121-124. 
Perez-Benitez, I., G. Sardinas, and A. Benitez. 1980. Hallazgo y evo- 
lucion de una parasitosis aguada producida por Acantostomum loossi 
Perez-Vigueras, 1956 en animales jovens de una cna industrial de 
cocodrilos (Crocodylus acutus Cuvier y Crocodylus rhombifer 
Cuvier). Rev. Cub. Cien. Vet. 11:79-83. 
Perez-Vigueras, I. 1956. Infecciosas y Parasitarias de 10s Animales 
DomCsticos. Ed. Minema, Habana. 
Perrero, L. 1975. Alligators and Crocodiles of the World, the Disap- 
pearing Dragons. Windward Publ., Miami, Florida. 
Petzold, H.-G. 1965. Im Tierpark Berlin 1961 erstmalig gehaltene 
Tierformen. Milu, Wissens. Kult. Mitt. Tierpark Berlin 2:68-107. 
Pham Van Muoi. 1995. Bao Ngu Crocodile farm. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 14(4):8-9. 
Pooley, A.C. (ed.). 1971. Crocodile farming near Cuba's Bay of Pigs, at 
a place called Treasure Lagoon. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (NCN) 
l(2):l-2. 
- (ed.). 1972a. Cuba. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(6):1. 
- (ed.). 1972b. U.S.A.: James Powell, Jr. came across this list (Phila- 
delphia Reptile Exchange). Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(6):4- 
5. 
- (ed.). 1972c. Jersey Channel Islands. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
1(6):7. 
- (ed.). 1972d. Correction: proceedings of the meeting: vol. 32. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(6):9. 
Pope, C.H. 1955. The Reptile World. Alfred Knopf, New York. 
-. 1989. Crocodile and crocodilian, p. 231-233. In Encyclopedia Ameri- 
cans International Edition. Vol. 8. Grolier, Danbury, Connecticut. 
Pough, F.H., R.M. Andrews, J.E. Cadle, M.L. Cmmp, A.H. Savitzky, 
and K.D. Wells. 1998. Herpetology. Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle 
River, New Jersey. 
Powell, J.H. 1971. The status of crocodilians in the United States, 
Mexico, Central America, and the West Indies, p. 72-82. In Croco- 
diles. IUCN Publs. New Ser., Suppl. Pap. (32):l-192. 
-. 1973a. Crocodilians of Central America, including Mexico and the 
West Indies: developments since 1971 (& discussion), A.2.1, p. 27- 
32. In Crocodiles. IUCN Publs. New Ser., Suppl. Pap. (41):l-118. 
- (ed.). 1973b. Wayne King and Peter Brazaitis examined the photo- 
graphs of the Crocodylus rhombifer specimens in Jersey, and also 
photographs of the ones in Antwerp. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
1(8b):2. 
- (ed.). 1974a. Sample prices for crocodilians from the November- 
December, 1973 price list of the Philadelphia Reptile Exchange. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) l(8b):I. 
- (ed.). 1974b. Cuba. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(10):4. 
- (ed.). 1975. The crocodile accounts for the American Catalogue of 
Amphibians and Reptiles, long neglected, are now being assigned 
and produced. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(11):1. 
Powell, R., R.W. Henderson, K. Adler, and H.A. Dundee. 1996. An an- 
notated checklist of West Indian amphibians and reptiles, pp. 51-93. 
pl. 1-8. In R. Powell and R.W. Henderson (eds.), Contributions to 
West Indian Herpetology: A Tribute to Albert Schwartz. SSAR 
Contrib. Herpetol. Vol. 12. Ithaca, New York. 
Ramos, M. 1970. Estudio metricomorfologico del nemaspermo del 
Cocodylus rhombifer Cuvier. Mem. 3rd J. TBcn. CAN., Habana. 
Ramos, R. (Targarona). 1989. Crocodile management in Cuba. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 8(4):22. 
-, V.de Buffrenil, and J.P. Ross. 1994. Current status of the Cuban 
Crocodile, Crocodylus rhombifer, in the wild, p. 113139.  In Croco- 
diles. Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. IUCN-SSC Croc. Spec. Grp. Vol. 1. 
IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Rathke, H. 1857. Untersuchungen uber die Aortenwurzeln und die von 
ihnen ausgehenden Arterien der Saucier. Denkschr. Kaiserl. Akad. 
Wissensch. Math. Natuur. Classe (Wien) 13:s 1-142. 
-. 1866. Untersuchungen uber die Entwickelung und den Korperbau 
der Krokodile. W.von Wittich (ed.). Friedrich Vieweg und Sohn, 
Braunschweig. 
Redfield, A.M. 1865. Zoological Science or Nature in Living Forms, 
Illustrated by Numerous Plates, Adapted to Update the Chart of the 
Animal Kingdom. E.B. and E.C. Kellogg, New York. 
Reese, A.M. 191 5. The Alligator and Its Allies. Putnam, New York. 
Reiche, G. 1904a. Die Verbreitung der Krokodile iiber den Erdball: Die 
Krokodile oder Panzerechsen. Aquar-Tar.-Kunde (15):57-59. 
-. 1904b. Die Verbreitung der Krokodile uber den Erdball. Aquar-Terr.. 
Kunde (15):72-74. 
Reinhardt, J. and C.F. Lutken. 1863. Bidrag ti1 det vestindiske 0riges 
og navnligen de dansk-vestindiske 0ers, Herpetologie. Bianco Lunos 
Bogtrykkeri ved F. S. Muhle, Kopenhaven. 
Richter, U. 1973. Kreuzung zwischen Nil- und Spitzkrokodil (?). Aquar- 
Terr. Zeitschr. 26:210-211. 
Ross, C.A. 1987. Crocodylus moreletii. Cat. Amer. Amphib. Rept.:407.1- 
407.3. 
- (ed.). 1989. Crocodiles and Alligators. Facts onFile, New York (trans- 
lated: 1990. Crocodiles, Alligators et Caimans. Bordas, Paris. 1990. 
Krokodile und Alligatoren. Jahr-Verlag, Hamburg. 1990. Cocodrilli 
e alligatori. Rizzoli, Milan. 1992. Krokodillen en Alligators. Uit- 
geverij, Weert, Netherlands). 
-. 1992. Designation of a lectotype for Crocodylus raninus S. Muller 
and Schlegel (Reptilia, Crocodylidae), the Borneo Crocodile. Proc. 
Biol. Soc. Washington 105:400-402. 
-and W. E. Magnusson. 1989. Living crocodilians, p. 58-73. In C.A. 
Ross (ed.), Crocodiles and Alligators. Facts on File, New York (trans- 
lated: 1990. Evoluzione e biologia, p. 58-73. In C.A. Ross (ed.), 
Cocodrilli e Alligatori. Rizzoli, Milan. 1990. Evolution et biologie, 
p. 58-73. In C.A. Ross (ed.), Crocodiles, Alligators et Caimans. 
Bordas, Paris. 1992. De recente Krokodillen, p. 58-73. In C.A. Ross 
(ed.), Krokodillen en Alligators. Uitgeverij, Weert, Netherlands). 
- andF.D. Ross. 1987. Identity of Crocodilus mexicanus Bocourt, 1869 
(Reptilia: Crocodylidae). Proc. Biol. Soc. Washington 100:713-716. 
-, G.C. Mayer, and R. Bour. 1995. Designation of a lectotype for 
Crocodilus siamensis Schneider, 1801 (Reptilia: Crocodylia). Proc. 
Biol. Soc. Washington 108:298-301. 
Ross, ED. 1997. A geographically divided historical review of items 
about Crocodylus acutus, Crocodylus moreletii, and Crocodylus 
rhombifer in volumes 1 to 9 (June 1971 to December 1990) of the 
I.U.C.N. Crocodile Specialist Group Newsletter; with notes about 
citing items, and about an expedition investigating Central Ameri- 
can Crocodylus, p. 150-1 8 1. In Memorias de la 4'" Reunifin Regional 
del Gmpo de Especialistas en Cocodrillianos de AmCrica Latina y el 
CaribeE. CRIA, SECOCOM, UJAT. Villahermosa, Tabasco, MCxico. 
- and G.C. Mayer. 1983. On the dorsal m l o r  of the Crocodilia, p. 
305-331. In K. Miyata and A.G.J. Rhodin (eds.), Advances in Her- 
petology and Evolutionary Biology. Mus. Comp. Zool., Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. 
Ross, J.P. 1991. Vietnam. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 10(2):7. 
-. 1992. Conservation value of captive breeding. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
Newsl. (IUCN) 1 l(1): 10. 
-(ed.). 1998. Crocodiles: Status Survey and Action Plan. 2nd ed. IUCN, 
Gland, Switzerland. 
Rue, L.L. 1994. Alligators & Crocodiles. Magna Books, Leicester, En- 
gland (translated: 1994. Alligators & Krokodillen. Atrium, Den Haag). 
Saint-Girons, H. 1971. Katalog der heute lebenden Reptilien, p. 637- 
763. In A. Bellairs, Die Enzyklopadie der Natur. Ed. Rencontre, 
Lausanne. 
Sanderson, I.T. 1941. Living Treasure. Viking Press, New York. 
Sardinas, G., I. Perez, and A. Benitez. 1980. Valoracion y resultados de 
la aplicacidn de tratamientos antiparasitarios en cocodrilo (Croco- 
dylus acutus Cuvier y Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier) en un criadero 
industrial afectado por trematodiasis aguda. Assessment and result 
of the administration of antiparasitic treatments in crocodiles 
(Crocodylus acutus and Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier) in an indus- 
trial hatchery affected by an acute trematode infection. Rev. Cub. 
Cien. Vet. 11: 147-153. 
Schmidt, K.P. 1924. Notes on Central American crocodiles. Field Mus. 
Nat. Hist., Zool. Ser. 12:79-92, pl. 5-9. 
-. 1928. Amphibians and land reptiles of Porto Rico, with a list of 
those reported from the Virgin Islands. Sci. Sum. Porto Rico, Virgin 
Islands (N.Y. Acad. Sci.) 10: 1-160. 
. 1944. Crocodiles. Fauna (Philadelphia) 6:66-72. 
-. 1951. Annotated bibliography of marine ecological relations of liv- 
ing reptiles (except turtles). Marine Life, Occ. Pap. (New York) 1 :47- 
54 (republished: 1957 (and reprinted 1963). Reptiles (except turtles), 
p. 1213-1215. In J. W. Hedgpeth (ed.), Marine ecology annotated 
bibliography. InTreatise on Marine Ecology and Paleoecology. Geol. 
Soc. Amer. Mem. (67) 1: 1-1296). 
- and R.F. Inger. 1957. Living Reptiles of the World. Hanover House, 
Doubleday, Garden City, New York. 
Schouten, K. 1992. Checklist of CITES Fauna and Flora. Secr. Conv., 
Lausanne, Switzerland. 
Schuchert, C. 1935. Historical Geology of the Antillean-Caribbean Re- 
gion, or the Lands Bordering the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean 
Sea. John Wiley and Sons, New York. 
Schumacher, G.-H. 1973. The head muscles and hyolaryngeal skeleton 
of turtles and crocodilians, p. 101-199. In C. Gans and T.S. Parsons 
(eds.), Biology of the Reptilia. Vol. 4. Morphology D. Academic Press, 
London and New York. 
Schwartz, A. 1978. Some aspects of the herpetogeography of the West 
Indies, p. 31-51. In F.B. Gill (ed.), Zoogeography in the Caribbean 
(The 1975 Leidy Medal Symposium). Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 
Spec. Publ. (13):l-128. 
- and R.W. Henderson. 1985. A guide to the identification of the am- 
phibians and reptiles of the West Indies exclusive of Hispaniola. Mil- 
waukee Pub. Mns., Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
- and-. 199 1. Amphibians and Reptiles of the West Indies: Descrip- 
tions, Distributions, and Natural History. Univ. Florida Press, 
Gainesville. 
- and R. Thomas. 1975. A check-list of West Indian amphibians and 
reptiles. Carnegie Mus. Nat. Hist. Spec. Publ. (1): 1-216. 
-- , ,and L.D. Ober. 1978. First supplement to a check-list of West 
Indian amphibians and reptiles. Carnegie Mus. Nat. Hist. Spec. Publ. 
(5):l-35. 
Sclater, P.L. 1872. Revised List of the Vertebrated Animals Now or Lately 
Living in the Gardens of the Zoological Society of London. 
Longmans, Green, Reader and Dyer, London (revised: 1877.6th ed. 
List of the Vertebrated Animals Now or Lately Living in the Gardens 
of the Zoological Society of London. Longmans, Green, Reader and 
Dyer [for the Zool. Soc. London], London. 1883. 8th ed. List of the 
Vertebrated Animals Now or Lately Living in the Gardens of the 
Zoological Society of London. Longmans, Green, Reader and Dyer 
[for the Zool. Soc. London], London. 1896.9th ed. List of the Verte- 
brated Animals Now or Lately Living in the Gardens of the Zoologi- 
cal Society of London. Longmans, Green and Co. [for the Zool. Soc. 
London], London). 
Sebastian, A.C. 1994. The Tomistoma Tomistoma schlegelii in South- 
east Asia, a status review and priorities for its conservation, p. 98- 
112. In Crocodiles. Vol. I .  Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. Croc. Spec. Grp. 
IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Seidel, M.E. and R. Franz. 1994. Amphibians and reptiles (exclusive of 
marine turtles) of the Cayman Islands, p. 407433.  In M.A. Brunt 
and J.E. Davies (eds.), The Cayman Islands: Natural History and 
Biogeography. Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, Netherlands. 
Sill, W.D. 1968. The zoogeography of the Crocodilia. Copeia 1968:76- 
88. 
Skoczylas, R. 1978. Physiology of the digestive tract, p. 589-717. In C. 
Gans and K.A. Gans (eds.), Biology of the Reptilia. Vol. 8. Physiol- 
ogy B. Univ. Chicago Press, Chicago, Illinois. 
Slavens, F.L. 1980. Inventory of live reptiles and amphibians in North 
American collections, current January 1, 1980. Woodland Pk. Zool. 
Gard., Seattle, Washington. 
-. 1981. Inventory of live reptiles and amphibians in North American 
collections, current January 1, 198 1. Woodland Pk. Zool. Gard., Se- 
attle, Washington. 
-. 1982. Inventory of live reptiles and amphibians in North American 
collections, current January 1, 1982. Woodland Pk. Zool. Gard., Se- 
attle, Washington. 
- and K. Slavens. 1990. Reptiles and amphibians in captivity: breed- 
ing, longevity and inventory current January 1, 1990. Woodland Pk. 
Zool. Gard., Seattle, Washington. 
Slonimski, P. 1935. Les elements figures du sang chez le crocodile 
(Crocodilus rhombifer). Comp. Rend. Hebdomadaires SCan. MCm. 
Soc. Biol. Fil. Assoc. 119: 1206-1208. 
Smith, H.M. and R.B. Smith. 1973. Analysis of the Literature Exclu- 
sive of the Mexican Axolotl. Synopsis of the Herpetofauna of Mexico. 
Vol. 2. John Johnson, North Bennington, Vermont. 
-and-. 1976. Source Analysis and Index for Mexican Reptiles. Syn- 
opsis of the Herpetofauna of Mexico. Vol. 3. John Johnson, North 
Bennington, Vermont. 
Soberon, R.R. 1995. National crocodile management plan (Cuba). Croc. 
Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 14(1):10-11. 
-, R. Ramos, W. McMahan, and J.P. Ross. 1996. Cuba. Croc. Spec. 
Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1 5(3): 10-1 1. 
Sola, C.R.de. 1930. The Cuban Crocodile: an account of the species 
Crocodylus rhombifer Cuvier, with notes on its life history. Copeia 
1930:81-83. 
-. 1933. The crocodilians of the world. Bull. New York Zool. Soc. 
36: 1-24. 
Staton, M.A. 1978. A list of crocodilian specimens in major herpeto- 
logical collections of the United States. Priv. printed, Houston, Texas. 
Steel, R. 1989. Crocodiles. Christopher Helm, London. 
Stejneger, L. 1917. Cuban amphibians and reptiles collected for the 
United States National Museum from 1899 to 1902. Proc. U.S. Natl. 
Mus. 53:259-291. 
Stoddard, F.J. 1909. As Old as the Moon. Cuban Legends: Folklore of 
the Antilles. Doubleday, Page and Co., New York. 
Stone, L.M. 1989. Alligators and Crocodiles. Children's Press, Chicago, 
Illinois. 
Strauch, A. 1866. Synopsis der gegenwatig lebenden Crocodilien, nebst 
Bemerklungen uber die im zoologischen Museum der kaiserlichen 
Akademie der Wissenschaften vorhandenen Reprasentanten dieser 
Familie. Mem. Acad. Sci. St. PCtersbourg (Ser. 7) 10(13):1-120. 
Stubbe, M., G. Peters, K. Uhlenhaut, and N. Dawaa. 1981. Ein Experi- 
ment zur Grundung einer Population von Gobi-Agamen, Agama 
stoliczkana (Blanford), ausserhalb des Artareals. Mitt. Zool. Mus. 
Berlin 57:63-74. 
Sumichrast, F. 1880. Contribution a l'histoire naturelle du Mexique. 
Notes sur une collection de reptiles et de batraciens de la partie 
occidentale de 1'Isthme de Tehuantepec. Bull. Soc. Zool. France 
5:162-190 (translated: 1882. Contribucidn B la historia natural de 
Mexico. Notas acerca de una coleccidn de reptiles y batracios de la 
parte occidental del Istmo de Tehuantepec. La Naturaleza 5:268-293). 
- 1884. Enumeracion de las especies dereptiles observados en laparte 
meridional de la Repliblica Mexicana. La Nat~~raleza 6:3 1 4 5 .  
Suvanakorn, P. and C. Youngprapakorn. 1987. Crocodile farming in 
Thailand, p. 341-343. In G.J.W. Webb, S.C. Manolis, andP.J. White- 
head (eds.), Wildlife Management: Crocodiles and Alligators. Sur- 
rey Beatty and Sons, Chipping Norton, N.S.W. 
Taylor, E.H. 1969. Wiegmann and the herpetology of Mexico. SSAR 
Facs. Repr. Herpetol. No. 23. Ithaca, New York. 
Thang, N.Q. 1994. The status of Crocodylus rhombifer in the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam, p. 141-142. In Crocodiles. Vol. 1. Proc. 12th 
Work. Mtg. Croc. Spec. Grp. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Thorbjarnarson, J.B. 1991. The IUCN specialist group action plan: set- 
ting conservation priorities, p. 3 14-3 19. In Zoocria de 10s Crocodylia. 
IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1992. Crocodiles: An Action Plan for Their Conservation. IUCN, 
Gland, Switzerland. 
-. 1996. Reproductive characteristics of the order Crocodylia. Herpe- 
tologica 52:8-24. 
-. 1997. Are crocodilian sex ratios female biased? The data are equivo- 
cal. Copeia 1997:451455. 
Tiedemann, F., M. Oppel, and J. Liboschitz. 1817. Naturgeschichte der 
Amphibien, Gattung Krokodil. Joseph Engelmann, Heidelberg. 
Todd, W.E.C. 1916. The birds of the Isle of Pines. Ann. Carnegie Mus. 
10: 146-296. 
Torre, R. de la. 1939. Skull characters of Crocodilus siamensis. La 
Comercial Printers, Pinar del Rio, Cuba. 
Tourn, S. A. Imhof, A. Costa, C. von Finck, and A. Larriera. 1994. Blood 
collection and samples process in Caiman latirostris (progress re- 
port), p. 49-54. In Crocodiles. Vol. 2. Proc. 12th Work. Mtg. Croc. 
Spec. Grp. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 
Troschel, F.H. 1871. Handbuch der Zoologie. Luderitz, Berlin. 
-and J.F. Ruthe. 1859. Handbuch der Zoologie. 5th ed. Luderitz, Ber- 
lin. 
Trutnau, L. 1986. Krokodile und Echsen. Albert Muller, Ruschlikon- 
Zurich, Stuttgart. 
-. 1994. Krokodile: Alligatoren, Kaimane, Echte Krokodile und 
Gaviale. Westarp Wissensch., Magdeburg, Germany. 
Turner, F.G. 1977. The dynamics of populations of squamates, croco- 
dilians and rhynchocephalians, p. 157-264. In C. Gans and D.W. 
Tinkle (eds.), Biology of the Reptilia. Vol. 7. Ecology and Behaviour 
A. Academic Press, London and New York. 
Underwood, G. 1954. The distribution of Antillean reptiles. Nat. Hist. 
Notes, Nat Hist. Soc. Jamaica 67: 121-129. 
Vaillant, L. 1897. Guide la menagerie des Reptiles. Lab. d'Herpttol., 
Paris. 
Varona, L.S. 1966. Notas sobre 10s crocodflidos de Cuba y descripcidn 
de una nueva especie del Pleistoceno. Poeyana, Ser. A 16:l-34. 
-. 1969. Cuban Crocodile. Anim. Kingd. 72:29. 
-. 1976. Caiman crocodilus (Reptilia: Alligatoridae) en Cuba. Misc. 
Zool. 5:2. 
-. 1980. Protection in Cuba. Oryx 15:282-284. 
-. 198 1. Cuban Crocodiles. Rephiberary (40):7-8. 
-. 1983. Cuba. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 2(2):6. 
-. 1984. Los cocodrilos fosiles de Cuba (Reptilia: Crocodylidae). Carib. 
J. Sci. 20: 13-18. 
-. 1985. The distribution of Crocodylus acutus in Cuba. Herpetol. Rev. 
16:103, 105. 
-. 1986a. Implicaci6n taxonhmica de algunos caracteres externos de 
Crocodylus acutus (Reptilia: Crocodylidae). Poeyana (3 12): 1-6. 
-. 1986b. Algunos datos sobre la etologia de Crocodylus rhombifer 
(Reptilia: Crocodylidae). Poeyana (313):l-8. 
-. 1987. The status of Crocodylus acutus in Cuba. Carib. J. Sci. 23:256- 
259. 
Velasco, A.L. 1893. Geografia y estadistica del estado de Sonora. Geo- 
grafia y estadistica de la Rep6blica Mexicana (14). Secr. Fomento, 
MCxico. 
-. 1895. Geografia y estadistica del estado de Campeche. Geografia y 
estadistica de la Repdblica Mexicana (16). Secr. Fomento, MCxico. 
Vesey-FitzGerald, B. 1968. The World of Reptiles. Pelham, London. 
Vogel, Z. 1965. Herpetologische Beobatchtungen'auf Kuba (part 3). 
Aquar.-Terr. 12:340-343 (republished: 1966. Herpetologische 
waarnemingen op Cuba [part 41. Lacerta 24:75-77). 
Vokins, M. 1972. Cuban Crocodile Crocodylus rhombifer (Cuvier 1807). 
Ann. Rept. Jersey Wildl. Preserv. Trust 9:60-61. 
Webb, G. and C. Manolis. 1989. Crocodiles of Australia. Reed Books, 
Frenchs Forest, N.S.W. 
Wermuth, H.F. 1953. Systematik der Rezenten Krokodile. Mitteil. Zool. 
Mus. Berlin 29:375-5 14. 
-. 1964. Das Verhaltnis zwischen Kopf-, Rumpf- und Schwanzlhge 
bei den rezenten Krokodilen. Senckenbergiana Biol. 45:369-385. 
-. 1974. Crocodilia, p. 286-289. In The Encyclopedia Britannica. Vol. 
C. 15th ed. Encycl. Britannica Inc., Chicago, Illinois. 
-. 1976. Wie wird sich das Artenschutz-Gesetz auswirken? Aquar.- 
Terr. Zeitschr. 29:217-220. 
- and K. Fuchs. 1978. Bestimmen von Krokodilen und ihrer Haute. 
Gustav Fischer Verlag, Stuttgart. 
- and -. 1983a. Order Crocodylia, code A-306.000.000.001 to A- 
306.003.001.001. In P. Dollinger (ed.), CITES Identification Manual. 
Vol. 3: Reptilia, Amphibia, Pisces. CITES, Laussanne, Switzerland. 
- and -. 1983b. Crocodile Skins, code L-306.000.000.001 to L- 
306.003.001.001 side 2. In P. Dollinger (ed.), CITES Identification 
Manual. Vol. 5: Parts and Derivatives 2. CITES, Laussanne, Swit- 
zerland. 
- and R. Mertens. 1961. Schildkroten, Krokodile, Briickenechsen. 
Gustav Fischer Verlag, Jena. 
-and -. 1977. Liste der rezenten Amphibien und Reptilien, Testudines, 
Crocodylia, Rhynchocephalia. Das Tierreich 100: 1-174. 
Werner, F. 1900. Die Reptilien und Batrachier-fauna des Bismark 
Archipels. Mitt. Zool. Samml. Mus. Naturgesch. Berlin l(4):l-132. 
-. 1909. Neue oder seltnere Reptilien des MusCe Royal d'Histoire 
naturelle de Belgique in Briissel. Zool. Jahrb. Abt. Syst., Geogr. Biol. 
Tiere. 28:263-288. 
-. 1933a. ~ b e r  Champse brevirostris, ein neues Krokodil aus Afrika, 
nebst einigen Bemerkungen uber die Systematik der Loricaten. Zool. 
Anz. 102: 100-107. 
-. 1933b. Reptilia, Loricata. Das Tierreich 62: 1 4 0 .  
Wettstein, 0.von. 1937. Ordnung der Klasse Reptilia: Crocodilia, p. 
236-320. In W. Kukenthal and Krumbach (eds.), Handbuch der 
Zoologie. Vol. 7. Walter de Gruyter and Co., Berlin. 
-. 1954. Sauropsida: Allgemeines-Reptilia 4, Lieferung, p. 321424.  
In J.-G. Helmcke and H.von Lengerken (eds.), Handbuch der 
Zoologie. Vol. 7. Walter de Gruyter and Co., Berlin. 
Wexo, J.B. 1984. Zoobooks: Alligators &Crocodiles. Wildl. Educ., Ltd., 
San Diego. 
Whitaker, R. (ed.). 1979a. Cuba. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 
l(l4):l-2. 
-. 1979b. Recently ... we met and interviewed Mr. Wataru Kimura, 
proprietor of the Atagawa Tropical and Alligator Garden in Shizouka 
Prefecture, Japan. Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. (IUCN) 1(15):3. 
- (ed.). 1 9 7 9 ~ .  A nest was constructed by the female Cuban Crocodile 
(in California; from AAZPA Newsletter). Croc. Spec. Grp. Newsl. 
(IUCN) 1 (16):9. 
Wiegmann, A.F.A. 1828. Beitrage zur Amphibienkunde ... Gehulfen am 
zoologischen Museum in Berlin. Isis von Oken 21:364-383. 
-. 1829. Herpetologische Notizen von demselben (1: Crocodile, 
Crocodilini). Isis von Oken 22:619-623. 
-. 1 834. Herpetologia Mexicana, seu Descriptio Amphibiorum Novae 
Hispaniae. Luderitz, Berlin. 
- and J.F. Ruthe. 1832. Handbuch der Zoologie. Luderitz, Berlin. 
Williams, E.E. 1964. Remarks on the relationships of the reptiles and 
amphibians of the Cayman Islands. Occ. Pap. Mollusks 2:383-384. 
-. 1989. Old problems and new opportunities in West Indian biogeo- 
graphy, p. 1 4 6 .  In C.A. Woods (ed.), Biogeography of the West 
Indies, Past, Present, and Future. Sandhill Crane Press, Gainesville, 
Florida. 
Woods, C.A. 1989. Introduction to West Indian biogeography, p. ix- 
xviii. In C.A. Woods (ed.), Biogeography of the West Indies, Past, 
Present, and Future. Sandhill Crane Press, Gainesville, Florida. 
Zajicek, D. and M.M. Mendez. 1969. HemoparAsitos de algunos animales 
de Cuba. Poeyana, Ser. A 66:l-10. 
FRANKLIN D. ROSS, Department of Amphibians and Rep- 
tiles, T h e  Netherlands National Museum of Natural History 
(R.M.N.H.), Leyden (courtesy of Marinus S. Hoogmoed, Cura- 
tor of  Vertebrate Zoology, and W. G. van der Weiden, Director). 
Primary editor for this account, I. Lehr Brisbin, Jr., assisted by 
James Perran Ross and Charles Andrew Ross. 
Published 30 November 1998 and Copyright 0 1998 b y  the 
Society for  the Study of Amphibians and Reptiles. 
